POOR LAW (PATRICK BOURKE). 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 20 March 1863 ;— 



•COPIES “ of the Evidence taken at the Inquiry at Leeds into the Case of 
Patrick Bourke:" 

“ Of the Report of the English Poor Law Inspector to the Poor Law Board 
on same : ” 

“ Of the Report of the Irish Poor Law Inspector to the Irish Poor Law 
Commissioners : ” 

“ Of the further Evidence taken at Westport in same Case 

And, of the Correspondence between the Irish Government and the 
Home Office on same Subject.” 



Poor La-w Board, Whitehall, 
23 April 1863. 



} 



C. GILPIN, 

Secretary. 



{Lord John Browne.) 



■Ordered, by The House of Commons, to be Printed, 

7 Map 1863. 
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COPIES of the Evidence taken at the Inquiry at Leeds into the Case of 
Patrick Bourke ; and of the Report of the English Poor Law Inspector 
to the Poor Law Board on the same. 



— I. — 

Copy Report of Joh7i Manwarincjy Esq., Poor Law Inspector, to the 
Poor Law Board. 

Leeds Township.— Removal to Ireland of Patrick Bourke. 

My Lords and Gentlemen, Doncaster, ^5 March 1863. 

I HAVE the honour to inform the Poor Law Board that, agreeably with their 
instructions, I have inquired into the circumstances attending the removal of 
Patrick Bourke from Leeds to Westport in Ireland. Mr. Henry Robinson, one 
of the Irish Poor Law Inspectors, attended the inquiry, and cross-examined the 
several witnesses by putting such questions to them as he thought necessary. 
The witnesses gave their evidence on oath. 

Of course there is a great inconvenience in reporting upon a case when depo- 
sitions taken, not in my presence, and without my ^cross-examination of the wit- 
nesses, are to be met by evidence taken on oath and under cross-examination, 
and to which inconvenience I beg to direct the Board’s attention. With this 
report I send a copy of the evidence. 

The Chairman, the clerk, and several of the guardians were present during the 
inquiry. 

From the evidence, it appeared that Patrick Bourke was an oid man, being- 
73 years of age, and consequently it was scarcely worth while for the Leed* 
guardians to have sent him to Ireland; but I apprehend that they took a different 
view of the matter, and satisfied themselves, as they best could, that he was in a 
fit slate to undergo the journey, namely, by having him examined in their usual 
way by one of their medical officers, Mr. Robert Cottam, who certified under 
date of 23d December 1862, seven days before he was removed, as follows: “I 
certify that Patrick Bourke is in a fit state of health to be removed to Ireland.” 

Patrick Bourke first applied for relief to Mr. Bowser, the relieving officer, on 
Saturday the 3d May 1862, who took down the particulars of liis case in the 
application and report book from his own statement, namely, that he was 72 
years of age, a single man, not ordinarily able-bodied, being disabled by age; 
that he had no earnings, no medical relief, had resided in Leeds one month, his 
place of settlement in Ireland in Westport, county of Mayo; that he lodged at 39 , 
Ebenezer-street, Leeds, with a person named Owen Winn. He informed the 
relieving officer that he had been hawking spectacles, and after visiting him the 
same day at his lodgings, the relieving officer, on the 5th of May, gave him an 
order for the workhouse, where he went on that day. The workhouse order 
stated, with the other particulars of his case, that Bourke was ill and destitute. 
He nas placed in the receiving ward on his admission, and was seen there the 
next morning by Mr. Land, the workhouse medical officer, who ordered him into 
the hospital or sick ward. Bourke’s admission to the sick ward is not entered 
in the workhouse medical relief book, in which book there is a column provided 
for the purpose ; and I beg to refer the Board to Mr. Land’s evidence for his 
reasons for not having made the necessary entry in this case, but which were not 
at all satisfactory to my mind. Mr. Land had no recollection of Bourke at all. 
When he was admitted to the sick ward, the date should have been entered in 
the proper column of the workhouse medical relief book by the medical officer, 
together with the nature of his disease, &c., but which was not done. There is 
also a column ;n the book for the date to be entered in when a sick inmate is 
discharged from the sick ward, and there is an entry to the effect that Bourke 
was discharged on 30th December; but Mr. Land explained that that entry did 

not 
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not refer to his discharge from the ward, but for the tobacco which he had been 
allowed by the medical officer as an extra to be discontinued, and which should 
have been entered in another column of the book provided for the purpose when 
extras are to be discontinued. 

The medical book was therefore unsatisfactorily kept as regarded Bourke. 
Mr. Land stated in his evidence, “ I don’t recollect a pauper named Patrick 
Bourke ; he has never been entered in the workhouse medical relief book as 
being sick or ill in any way ; but I do find by that book that on 22d August 
1862 I ordered him an ounce of tobacco as an extra, without there being any 
entry in the column headed ‘Nature of Disease.’ On reference to a book 
kept by myself, which I call my prescription book, I find that on 9th May 
(which would be two days after his admission to the sick ward) 1 prescribed for 
Bourke an aperient powder and a mixture, but it is not stated for what, but I 
presume for confinement of the bowels. I also find in the last-mentioned book 
that on 10th November I prescribed a cough mixture for Bourke. Those are 
the only two occasions 1 prescribed for him.” Though from the medical book 
there was nothing to show when he entered or left the sick ward, the male nurse, 
"William Johnson, produced a private memorandum book kept by himself, and 
from entries in which he could state that he entered the sick ward on 7th May, 
and that he left it on 30th September. He says, at page 8 of his evidence, 
“ I have no minute as to what ailed him, but I recollect that he suffered from 
shortness of breathing when he first came in, and kept bis bed, but not long, 
perhaps a week or two ; he also suffered from debility. In this case, I recollect 
that 1 drew the doctor’s attention to Bourke being in a fit state to go into the 
body of the house, and the doctor said that he was.’’ 

It does not appear that Bourke was in the' sick ward after the 30tli Septem- 
ber; but according to Mr. Johnson’s evidence he was there from 7th May to 
30tb September, and part of the time in bed, and yet his name does not appear 
in the medical officer’s book, except when tobacco was ordered for him on 22d 
August, and another order for its discontinuance on the 30th December. 

The irrec'ular way in which the medical book has been kept, as regards this 
case, is much to be regretted, as it is impossible to ascertain what was Bourke s 
actual ailment, &c. According to the evidence of Johnson, the nurse, he gave 
Bourke some medicine on his own responsibility the day before he was removed,, 
but what it was he could not recollect further than that it might have beet 
cough medicine. A very loose and unsatisfactory arrangement appears to exist 
of the medical officer providing a quantity of cough medicine for the nurse to 
keep, and for liim to give a dose to inmates who apply for it; but the practice 
should be discontinued. The guardians have arranged for the medical officer 
to attend at the workhouse every day, and there, therefore, can be no reason why 
he ought not to direct regularly what medicine, it any, any individual pauper 
ought to have. _ _ ^ c v. ■ 

Mr. Bowser states, that on referring to the guardian’s minute book of their 
proceedings on 17th December last, I find, “ Ordered that Patrick Bourke, an 
inmate of the workhouse, be passed to Ireland.” Bourke was examined by Mr. 
Gottam, the district medical officer, on 23d December, who then g'ave the cer- 
tificate marked (A.) before referred to. Besides Bourke, another inmate, Gil- 
bert Cuttle, was examined by Mr. Cottam on the same day as to his fitness for 
removal to Ireland, but he absconded from the workhouse before he was 
removed. Mr. Cottam examined them at the guardians’ offices iu Leeds, to 
which place they had walked from the workhouse, a distance of about two miles, 
according to the evidence of the relieving officer, Joseph Bowser, and the medi- 
cal officer, Mr. Cottam, and Bourke did not appear to be tired or exhausted by 
his walk. He appeared to be cheerful, and did not complain. 

After getting Mr. Cottam’s certificate, marked (A.), Bourke appears to have 
been examined before the justices who issued their warrant, dated 23d De- 
cember, the same day Mr. Cottam had examined him for his removal to Ire- 

There is an officer at Leeds, Mr, John O’Rourke, called the removal officer of 
Irish and Scotch poor, and he was entrusted with the removal of Patrick liourke. 
It seems, from Mr. O’Rourke’s evidence, that tlrey started from the Leeds work- 
house in a cab, at about 10 minutes to 10 o’clock, for the railway station, on the 
morning of tile 30tli December last, where O’Rourke took third-class tickets tor 
them both to Dublin, but they were allowed to travel in a second-class cairiage, 
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as there were no third-class carriages by that train. As regards this witness, . 
who is one of imporuince, as he not only had sole charge of the pauper on his 
journey, but he also contradicts some of the statements made in Ireland by the 
master of the Westport workhouse and others, I have to bring to the Board’s 
recollection, that at the Yorkshire Spring Assizes, in 1858, he, along with two 
other persons, namely, * * * * and * * * *, were prosecuted under 

the directions of the Poor Law Board, and found guilty, for conspiring to make 
and utter forged appointments of proxies at the annual election of guardians for 
the township of Leeds in 1857 ; and from what I observed of his conduct in 
reference to that election, I feel bound to state that I should receive his uncorrobo- 
rated evidence in any case with great caution. John O’Rourke is not paid for his 
services, when removing paupers, by a fixed salary, but for every case according 
to the number of days he is employed; and in the present case, the paper 
marked (C.) is a copy of the expenses incurred in the journey of Patrick Bourke 
and himself, and his return to Leeds, amounting to 8^. 175. lOtf., he being 
allowed 55. a day as wages, and 75. dd. a clay for his expenses, besides those for 
travelling. According to the evidence of O’Rourke, they changed carriages at 
Staleybridge ; that at Crewe they had each a glass of beer; that they stopped a 
very short time at Chester, and arrived at Holyhead at about nine o’clock ; that 
they went at once on board the steamer, where they had tea and bread and butter. 
They got into a steamer going to North Wall, and as there was no intermediate 
cabin, he gave the cook a shilling to allow Bourke to sit all night in the caboose, 
where he sat on a bench with a back to it. He had no means to lie clown, neither 
had O’Rourke, as the ship was very full. O’Rourke visited him several times 
during the night, and asked him if lie wmuld have anything more, and he said he 
had had enough. They arrived at North Wall about nine o’clock in the morn- 
ing of 31st December, when Bourke was in good health and spirits, and did not 
appear to have suffered much from his journey. They then walked about a mile 
to a commercial temperance hotel; and O’Rourke states that Bourke w'alked as 
well as he did. On getting to the hotel, Bourke had tea and bread and butter 
for breakfast, at his own request, and for which O’Rourke paid Qd. 'I’hey had 
tea at about four o’clock ; Bourke did not wish for any dinner as he had break- 
fasted so late, and he went tc; bed at between seven and eight o’clock. Tiie next 
morning he was up before O’Rourke, and they breakfasted a little before eight 
o’clock on tea and bread and butter, and they then walked to the Broad Stones 
Station, about half a mile from the hotel, where they got third-class railway 
tickets, and a car ticket to Westport. They arrived at Castlebar in the after- 
noon. In the railway carriage Bourke ate some of his bread and cheese, and 
O’Rourke gave him some of his ham. Bourke drauk some wine, a gentleman 
on the journey having given him a bottle of unferniented wine. At Castlebar 
they both got into the car ; it was then daylight ; it was a long open car, with 
seats at eacii side. Whilst on the road a heavy shower came on, and O’Rourke 
borrowed of the carman an oilskin coat for Bourke’s use. Up to that time he 
had not complained of cold, or of being thinly clad. The car was full ; they 
had to go 10 Irish miles in it, and on going over the hills he complained of cold, 
although he had the coat on. They arrived at Westport at about four o’clock 
in the afternoon, and went to Clampetl’s lodging-house, where Bourke had some 
tea. O'Rourke then offered the driver of the car a glass of whiskey, and called 
for one for himself, and he gave Bourke part of his, which he mixed with some 
of his «ine. Bourke complained of cold, and O’Rourke was cold. O'Rourke 
stated that on entering Clanipett’s house, Bourke had no appearance of being 
cold or feeble; Bourke was wet below the knees, and so was O’Rourke ; he 
then stated that, as the seat of the car was so high, he assisted Bourke off it on 
to the ground. O'lloiirke says: “ The statement that I put my arms around 
Bourke, and tenderly lifted him bodily off the car, is not true. As to the state- 
ment tiiat Bourke was shivering very much, and was foundered and unable to 
speak, it is not true. It is also not true that Bourke on the journey to Castle- 
bar in the railway carriage was unalde to drink from the bottle without my 
assistance ; and the evidence I have heard as being given by Michael Guinn on 
that point is not true, as I ne\er assisted Bourke to drink at all. I did not 
even sit on the same side of the carriage. I had placed Bourke in a comfort- 
able comer. I never said to the passengers in the railway carriage that they 
were not to mind the old man, as he was unable to speak to us.” Alter they had 
had the refreshment at Ciampett's, they walked to the workhouse, about half a 

mile ; 
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mile • on arriving there the porter received Bourke, the master being absent. 
The porier asked how it was that a body of gentlemen like the Leeds guardians 
should send such a man over. O’Uourke thought he meant such an old man. 
He was delivered at the workhouse before it was quite dark. O’Rourke says 
lliat he left the workhouse between five and six, and that it was then dark. 

Bourke must have been an ailing man, it having been found necessary for 
him to be in the hospital of the Leeds workhouse from 7th May to 30th 
September, being the finest part of the year, and then, up to the very day of 
his leavin<^ the workhouse on the 30th of December, he was occasionally taking 
medicine ° It is argued on the part of the Leeds- guardians, that as he was 
able to walk four miles on the 23d December from the workhouse to the 
cfuardians’ offices, and the magistrate’s room and back, without much exhaustion 
cr fatigue, he must have been in a fit state of health to be removed to Ireland. 
Then as to his clothing, I am satisfied, from the evidence of the master and the 
other witnesses who noticed it, that it was not sufficient, taking into consider- 
ation Bourke’s age, the length of the journey, the time of year, and the mode 
in which he was to travel part of the way, namely, outside a car. He had no 
great coat, and the clothes he wore were of fine cloth, much worn. The master 
says that he gave Bourke a pair of shoes when he left the workhouse, his own 
being had. He also says, “ I saw him dressed for the journey ; I cannot speak 
positively what the clothes were. He had no great coat. His coat was of 
Le clolh • it seemed fair. I can’t describe the kind of trowsers he had on ; 
I can’t say whether he had a flannel waistcoat or drawers. From my- recollection 
of his clothing, I should say that he would feel cold in the open air ; from my 
observation I should say that his clothing was better than that of many men ot 
his class. If he had been taken under cover all the way, I should say that his 
clothino- would have been sufficient ; but for a drive of some distance outside, it 
would have been better for him to have had more clothing. I never anticipated 
that he would be taken outside a carriage.” O’Rourke says, ‘‘ In my opinion 
it would have been better if he had had more clothing. He had as much on as 



I had, barring a top coat.” . , i . f 

I send annexed to the evidence the original warrant granted by two of the 
Leeds iustices, Mr. Charles G. Maclea and Mr. Henry Chorley, for the 
removal of Patrick Bourke to Ireland; also, a document, purporting to be a 
COPY of the information of Patrick Bourke taken upon oath before the said two 
iustices ou 23d day of December 1862, aud wlierein he states that he was 73 years 
of age • that he was born in the county of Mayo in Ireland ; that the only place in 
which he had resided for three years was at Westport, m the said county oi 
Mavo The Board will observe that the warrant states that ‘ Application and 
complaint have this day been duly made to us * * . * * ^ P'' bowser, 

one of the relieving officers * • • • that Patrick Bourke, of the reputed 

age of 73 years, who has this day been seen by us, &c. 

The Board will observe that Bourke was not removed until seven days after 
he had been examined by the medical officer, Mr. Cottam, and by the justices, 
during which time his state of health might have undergone a change. ^ 

I have this morning received the weekly report from the clerk, coritaining 
copy of minutes passed by tlie guardians at their meeting yesterday, and which 
I tMnk it expedient to forward to the Board along with tlie evidence in this 



case. 

To the Poor Law Board. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Jo/in Manwaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 
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Copy of the Evidence taken by John Manwarimj, Esq., Poor Law Inspector, 
respecting the Removal of Patrick Bourke. 



Bowser, Joseph 
Land, Thomas - 
Johnson, William 
WhalJey, Alfred Henry 



LIST of Witnesses. 



Pace 

- 6 




Cottam, Robert - 
Toomey, James 
Douglas, Henry 
O’Rourke, John 



Pace 

- 9 

- - 9 

- 10 
- 10 



Joseph Bowser, being sworn, saith : — 

I AM one of the relieving officers for the township of Leeds, and I have been so for 
more than 15 years. I knew Patrick Bourke ; he first applied to me for relief on Saturday 
the 3cl May 1862. On referring to the application and report book, I find the following 
entries-made by me on that day in reference to his application for relief:— 

“ Patrick Bourke, age 72, single, not ordinarily able-bodied, partially or wholly disabled 
Irom age, no earnings, no medical relief; had resided in Leeds one month; his place of 
settlement in Ireland, m W^tport, Mayo county. Lodged at 39, Ebenezer-street, Leeds, 
with a person named Owen Wmn. He stated that he had been hawking spectacles.” f 
visited him at his lodgings m the afternoon of the same day, and saw him ; he then asked 
me tor an order to go into the workhouse on the following Monday; I mentioned the 
workhouse first. I told him either to come or send to me on the Monday, and I would 
pve him an order. On that day, Mrs. Winn, his landlady, came to my office, and I gave 
her ^e order, and which I reported to the guardians at their nest meeting. I produce 
the book containing the counterfoil of the order, which contains the foilowintr ^tries : 
Name, Patrick ^urke, age 72 ; residence, 32, Ebenezer-street; a hawker, ill and destitute, 
u. ±5., relieving ofheer. 

* 1 , adrnission and discharge book kept by the workhouse master, I find 

that he was admRted on the 5th May into the workhouse, before supper : “ Admitted by 
order of Joseph Bowser, relieving officer;” and in the column headed Observations, Seef, 
the word ill appears. After giving Bourke the workhouse order, I saw no more of 
him until the 5th December, when I went with the other relieving officers to the work- 
house, by order of the guardians, to see if there were any inmates who were removable 
and we do so about twice a year. Neither the overseers nor their clerk go with us. but 
one of the overseers clerks, Mr. Mason, who is assistant overseer and removal officer for 
the overseers, accompanied us. The solicitor’s clerk also goes with us ; we inspect the 
m-doorrelienist kept by the master, and we go through aE the names. On coming to 
the name of Patrick Boimke, I requested the master to bring him in: he did so. The 
attorney s clerk, Mr. Whalley, examined Bourke, and took down his statement. I 
fought that in appearance he had much improved since I last saw him. I directed Mr. 
Whalley to especially investigate as to his removability; two other relieving officers were 
present. The impression on my mind was that the man was perfectly fit to be removed 
to Ire/aud. i produce a book containing reports made weekly by Mr. Naylor, the 
oveiseers solicitor, with reference to cases which have been sent to the overseers for com 
sideration whether they are removable. I find a case. No. 241, under date 10th December 
follows, and IS signed by Mr. Naylor: « Patrick Bourke. This pauper is an 
Irishman, and should be passed to Ireland, as he is clearly removable.” 
last proceedings on the 17th December 

iSoil ” Patrick Bourke, an inmate of the workhouse, be passed to 

was nin n w? consequence of Mr. Naylor’s report. I also find that it 

was ou cied that Gilbert Cuttle be passed to Ireland. Gdbert Cuttle refused to be 
discharged h^self. I requested the master to send Bourke and Cuttle on 
the 23d December to my office, tliat I might take them before the magistrates, and apply 
ffir orders of removal. On that day, which was on a Tuesday, they attended at my office. 
No peroon accompanied them; they had walked from the workhouse, a distance of nearly 
two miles ; Bourke did not appear tired or exhausted with his walk; he did not complain, 

^ object in view in taking him 

w^l5f The medical officer of the workhouse was not present. Cuttle 

would he about 65, I should think. I expected Sir. Beardshaw, the medical officer of my 

district. 
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district, to be at my office that day, when I would get him to examine them, and certify as 
to their fitness to be removed to Ireland, but he did not attend ; and Mr. Cottam, another 
medical officer, came in at the time, and I told him that I was expecting Mr. Beardshaw 
to come, but that he bad not done so, and I asked him to examine the two men as to their 
condition and state of health. It has been my invariable practice to obtain such a medical 
certificate before going before the magistrates to obtain the order, though not required to 
do so by law. As regards Patrick Bourke, Mr. Cottam gavemethecertificatemarked(A.'y 
by the inspector, which is as follows : 

“ I certify that Patrick Bourke is in a fit state to be removed to Ireland. 

(signed) Robert Cottam.^ 

“ 23 December 1862.” 



He also <^ave me a similar certificate as to Cuttle being fit to be removed, but that cer- 
tificate I have lost. The justices who granted the order were Mr. Chorley and Mr. 
Maclea ; the former is a surgeon in active practice. He put two or three questions to 
Bourke. The examination of the paupers took place in the justices’ private room, the 
justices being very near the paupers, close to them. 

Bourke appeared to be quite well, and answered cheerfully. Mr. Chorley joked with 
him, and he replied by a joke ; that was after he had heard me apply for a warrant for 
his removal to Ireland. I have had much experience in applying for removals to Ireland, 
and according to what I have observed, if Bourke had obj ected strongly, either on account 
of a^e or health, to be sent, I believe that the justices would not have issued the warrant. 

Although I did not tell Bourke that I was going to remove him to Ireland, I did not 
purposely refrain from doing so. As Bourke made no objection to be sent to Ireland, I 
should conclude that he had no objection to go. Paupers frequently object to be sent to 
Ireland. After having been before the magistrates, and ihe warrants issued, the two pau- 
pers were ordered to go back to the workhouse, which they did, knowing that the warrants, 
had been issued. A few days after Bourke’s removal, I was informed that Cuttle had 
absconded. Mr. Barr, the clerk to the magistrates, prepared the information in Bourke’s 
case, and hlr. Barr or his clerks prepared the warrant of removal. I heard him tell Mr. 
Barr, in the presence of the justices, that he was born in Westport, and that the last three 
years he had lived in Ireland was at Westport. He also said that he had been in Ireland 
since he left it the first time, but he did not stay there three years. Bourke told me on 
the 3d of May 1862, when he first applied to me for relief, that he had only been one 
month in Leeds. I always consult the medical officer of my district as to the fitness of 
cases to be removed. The removal warrants are always prepared in the magistrate’s office. 
I am aware that the warrant was not prepared in the usual printed form, but it is the same 
in form that has been adopted and acted upon. I have understood from either Mr. Barr, 
or one of his clerks, that he was desirous to see more of the Act before he got some forms 
printed. I never heard the pauper mention the name of Claremorris union, but always 
Westport. When I stated that we called for the in-door relief list at the workhouse, I 
made a mistake, as it was the admission and discharge book we examined. 

(signed) Joseph Bowser. 

Sworn at Leeds the 19th day of March 1863, before me, 

(signed) John Manwaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



Thomas Land, being sworn, saith : — 

I AM medical officer to the Leeds workhouse, and reside at 105, Meadow-lane, Leeds. 
I have been medical officer ever since the workhouse was opened. I don’t recollect a 
pauper named Patrick Bourke. He has never been entered in the workhouse medical 
relief book as being sick or ill in any way ; but I find that, on 22d August 1862, I ordered 
him loz. tobacco as an extra, without any entry in the column headed “Nature of 
Disease.” The entry in reference to tliis case is in a different handwriting from the rest 
of the names on the page, and it is the bottom name. I wrote it. I always write new 
cases myself. On reference to a book kept by myself, which I call “ my prescription 
book,” I find that on the 9th May I prescribed for Patrick Bourke an aperient powder and 
a mixture, but it is not stated for what, but I presume for confinement of the bowels. 
I also find that on 10th November I prescribed a cough mixture for Patrick Bourke. 
Those are the only two occasions I prescribed for hirn. He was afterwards removed to 
Ireland, I believe, but I did not examine him as to his fitness to be removed. I know 
nothing of paupers being removed to Ireland. I have never examined or certified 
as to the fitness of any case for removal. I visit the workhouse every day. At first he 
was placed in the hospital. That would be by my direction, after having examined hmi 
in the receiving ward, upon his admission. There are many cases which I send to the 
liospital where no medicine is ordered. Sometimes they come in a half-starved state, and 
I send them to the hospital, that they may receive more comfort, and haye more general 
attention paid to them. I see and examine all paupers on their admission in the receiving 
j. A ward. 
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ward. I know nothing further of this case. I have not the slightest recollection of 
Bourke. He was sent to the hospital, but not prescribed for. I sometimes send uersons 
to the hospital who are kept on the house diet. I cannot say whether he remained in the 
hospital all the time until he left the workhouse. On iny attention being directed to the 
entry, I see that, on the 30th December, in the column headed “ When discharged,” is 
the column meant for when discharged from the sick ward. I did not make that entry, 
but it was intended, I have no doubt, for when the tobacco was to be discontinued. 
Persons are not admitted to the hospital or sick wards without my order. They are not 
discharged therefrom without my order. Those orders are given verbally in all cases. 
I have no recollection of giving any verbal order, in Bourke’s case, for the hospital. If 
Bourke had been discharged from the sick ward, it would have been by my order. There 
are chronic cases in the main building, under medical treatment, which I don’t enter in 
the medical book ; I mean slight cases.. At all times there are many inmates of the hos- 
pital or infirmary. I have carefully gone through my prescription 6ook, and I find only 
two entries of having prescribed for Bourke, but I cannot say whether he was in the 
hospital or not. I have no entries in any book of mine to assist me. 

(signed) Thomas Land. 



Sworn at Leeds, on 19th March 1863, before me, 

(signed) John Manwaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



William Johnson, being sworn, saith : — 

I AM male nurse at the Leeds workhouse in^nnary, and have been so ever since the 
house was opened ; 1 have been there as nurse for more than two years. I remember that 
Bourke came into the infirmary on the 7th May 1862 ; on referring to a book I keep, 
showing when paupers enter the sick ward and leave it, I find that he entered it on that 
day ; I also find that he left the sick ward on the 30th September. I have no minute as 
to what ailed him, but I recollect that he suffered from shortness of breathing. When he 
first came in, and kept his bed, but not long, perhaps a week or two, he was in No. 3 
room ; he also suffered from debility ; he was partly under my wife’s care. I knew the 
man perfectly. In this case I recoUect that I drew the doctor’s attention to Bourke being 
in a fit state to go into the body of the house, and the doctor said that he was. The 
medical book is kept in the master’s office, and what entries the medical officer makes in 
it, he makes in the master’s office. I last saw him on the day before he was received in 
the body of the bouse, in No. 2 day-room. I go round the house to inquire if any of the 
inmates require the doctor, and also to give medicines to any to whom the doctor may 
have ordered it. I gave Bourke some medicine the day before he left the workhouse, but 
I can’t say what it was ; I can’t say whether it was cough medicine, but it might have 
been. He rarely complained to me ; I don’t recollect that he did so. On the 10th of 
November 1862, he gave me his name as wishing to see the doctor; he was then in the 
body of the house, and the doctor saw him. There is some cough medicine provided by 
the doctor’s direction, which I keep in a cupboard, and I give a dose to any inmate that 
applies for it. At the time he left the workhouse he was*taking medicine from a bottle 
with bis own name on, which the dispenser had sent to me ; he commenced taking medi- 
cine from a bottle with his name on it on tlie 10th November, and when it was finished 
the dispenser replenished it. 

(signed) William Johnson. 

Sworn before me, at Leeds, the 19th day of March 1863, 

(signed) John Manwaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



Alfred Henry Whallcy, being sworn, saith : — 

I AM managing clerk to Mr. Naylor, the solicitor to the Leeds Board of Guardians. I 
assist in that department of his office having reference to parochial business ; I have so 
acted for the last 15 years. It has been my practice to accompany the relieving officers 
to the workhouse, to assist in the investigation of settlements ; on the 5tli December last 
I did so. There were three relieving officers, namely, Mr. Bowser, Mr. Hartley, and 
Mr. Robinson; Mr. Mason, assistant overseer, was also there. We examine the admis- 
sion and discharge book, and did so on that occasion. When Patrick Bourke’s name was 
called, Mr. Bowser, the relieving officer, wished liim to be brought into the room to be 
examined as to Iris removability to Ireland ; he attended, and questions were put to him, 
I did not take down his answers at the time, but on the following day, from recollection, 
I made notes of the case, which I now produce. The paper marked by the inspector (B.) 
is the paper I then wrote. It purports to contain Bourke’s answers to questions put by 

myself 
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invself the day before : “ I am a hawker, and have no fixed place of residence; I have 
been in the habit, for years ])ast, of going from town to town in the neighbourhood of Leeds 
hawkino- goods. I have gone to ‘Wakefield, Dewsbury, Huddersfield, Halifax, Bradford, 
and other places. I had no home of my own in Leeds or elsewhere ; I was in lodgings. 
1 sometimes staid a week or two at a time in Leeds, and when I could I generally went 
to the same lodgings ; I did so in other towns that I went to. I used to stay two or three 
nights in Wakefield, and the same in other places ; I generally got the same lodgings when 
I could. I had no more a home in Leeds than in the other towns I visited.” The reason 
why I thought it necessary to write this paper was because Mr. Bowser-, on the same 
evening that we had been to the workhouse, asked me to write down the man’s statement, 
as he had been some time in the workhouse, and I believe that Bourke had told him that 
he had lived in Leeds a many years ; I know of no other reason. I now swear that_all 
the statements contained in that paper were made to us by Bourke the day before. We 
did not get through more than half the cases at the workhouse on the 5th December ; but 
in about a month we went again to complete the list. I am qvrite sure that I wrote the 
paper marked (B.) the day aTter we had examined Bourke According to ray recollection, 
I am quite sure that Bourke did not say he had lived in Leeds for three years. I made 
no inquiry of any other persons respecting Bourke’s residence ; of nobody but himself. 
He did not say in my hearing where he was born, or had previously resided in_ Ireland. 
From my observation, I saw nothing that he ailed at that time ; I did not see him again. 
I told him on the 5th December that he would have to be passed to Ireland ; he made no 

objection. (signed) J. H. Whalley. 

Sworn at Leeds, the 19th day of March 1863, before me, 

(signed) John Mamoaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



Robert Cottam, being sworn, saith : — 

I am medical officer of No. 1 District, of the township of Leeds. I recollect being at 
these offices on 23d December last. Mr. Bowser asked me to certify as to the health ot 
two men, and condition, to be passed to Ireland. One man was named Bourke, and the 
name of the other I forget. They were brought into the waiting-room, where I examined 
them. I can identify, m my own mind, Bourke, because he was the older. Bowser 
told me that Bourke had walked down from the workhouse that morning. I dont know 
why he told me they had walked down. Bourke did not seem to be exhausted or tired. 
The nature of the examination was : I examined his tongue, pulse, and chest with my 
finger, and I was satisfied that he was in a fit state to be removed to Ireland. He was an 
old man. The certificate marked (A.) is the one I gave in the case. He seemed cheer- 
ful, knew that steps were being taken to remove him to Ireland, and he neither expressed 
a dislike to be sent, or a desire to go. He came actively up the steps and into the wait- 
ing-room. I ascended the steps at the same time, and Mr. Bowser too._ i receive no 
fee for such examinations. The regular medical officer of Mr. Bowser’s district was not 
at home. I was passing the offices, and Mr. Bowser called me to the two men. Ihe 
other man did not express any wish as to being sent to Ireland that 1 recollect. 1 ex- 
amined Bourke very carefully, sufficiently to enable me to give him that certificate. I 
can’t recollect whether I used the stethoscope ; I can’t say whether Bourke had heart 
disease or chronic bronchitis. I was not aware whether m the workhouse he had been in 
the infirmary or not. I did not think it necessary to direct that he should have any par- 
ticular care or treatment on tiie journey ; but I should think that, from his age, he woffid 
not be able to bear a long journey and exposure to cold so well as a younger man. . ile 
told me his age, 72 or 73. I consider that he was fit at the same time. _ At that time 1 
thought he was quite able to bear the journey without giving any special directions to 
the relieving officer as to the case of Bourke. If he had been suffering from chronic 
bronchitis, or a fatty heart, or chest disease, I must have detected it. 

(signed) Robt. Cottam. 



Sworn at Leeds before me, on 19th March 1863. 

(signed) 



John Manwaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



James Toomey, being sworn, saith : — 

I am an inmate of the Leeds Workhouse, and have been so for two years. I recollect 
Patrick Bourke being at the workhouse. I did not know him before he came there ; but 
I have known him since last November. I was in the same day-room witb_ him but we 
did not sleep in the same room. I saw him every day. Before he , aUa-^f 

room he had been in the hospital, and after be came to our day-room 
cough; he used to teaze heii. Before he left for Ireland I had several oonversations 

245 - 2 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




10 



PAPERS RELATING TO THE 



with liiin about going to Ireland. He told me that he was going to hia native place at 
Westport. He said that he and his father had been in service with a gentleman of the 
name of Brown, and that if that gentleman was not living, some of the family would pro- 
cure him a situation. He said he was well reconciled to going to Ireland, for the above 
reasons. I saw him on the morning he left the workhouse ; he did not appear down in 
spirits, and he made no complaints. A week or two before he left for Ireland he walked 
with me down Marsh-lane, and he was a good walker. He walked with a stick, and 
went before me all the way. He had his own clothes on the morning he left the work- 
house, and he looked smarter than in t!ie workhouse dress. I did not see him dress that 
morning ; I never heard that he had two shirts on when he left. 

(signed) James Toomeij. 

Sworn at Leeds, the I9th day of March 1863, before me, 

(signed) . John Manwaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



Henry Douglas, being sworn, saith : — 

^ I am master of the Leeds Workhouse, and I have been in the employment of the o-uar- 
dians, as master, ever since August 1859. I remember Patrick Bonrke ; by the Adnussion 
and Discharge Book he was admitted to the workhouse on the 5th May 1862, on the order 
of Mr. Bowser, relieving ofBeor. He was placed in the receiving-ward ; he entered before 
supper, which is at five o’clock ; the medical officer saw him the next morning, and ordered 
him to the body of the house. He was not sent by the doctor, but on the 7th May he 
was ordered by tlie medical officer to the infirmary ; I know that from a book the male 
nurse, Mr. William Johnson, keeps. I have no means of knowing these facts fi-om any 
book which I keep ; I only know from Mr. Johnson's entries in his book, and ^vhich 
entries I can answer for as being correct. He remained in the sick-ward from 7th Slay 
to 30th September. He was not again admitted to the sick-ward, but remained in the 
body of the house until his discharge ; ho was in a state for me to employ him in light 
work; I can’t say that he worked every day. On account of his age, I might have excused 
him working sometimes, but not on account of any physical disability. I never knew that 
the man suffered from bronchitis or diarrhcca ; I knew that when he entered the workhouse 
he suffered from debility. I recollect Bourke and Cuttle going to these offices to be 
examined as to their fitness to be removed to Ireland. I should think that I should inform 
Bourke what he was going to the offices for, but I won’t swear tliat I told him. I recollect 
the 30th December, the morning of his leaving the workhouse for Ireland. I saw him 
that morning in my office ; he came there to thank me for the treatment he had received 
in the workliouse. Cuttle absconded that morning, after having got on his own clothes 
for the journey; I saw no more of Bourke after he thanked me in my office. Bourke 
ap]icared to me to be cheerful, willing to be removed, and in a fit state to be removed. 
When he left the ivorkhouse on 30th December, he was discharged in his own clothes, the 
same he came in, with the exception of a pair of shoes ; he complained of his own shoes 
being bad, and I "ave him a pair of good shoes. I saw him dressed for the journey ; I 
cannot speak positively what the clothes were. He had no greatcoat; his coat was of 
fine cloth ; it seemed fair. I can’t describe tlie kind of trousers he had on ; I can’t say 
whether he liad a flannel waistcoat or drawers. From my recollection of his clothincr, I 
should say that he would feel cold in the open air. From my observation, I should say 
that his clothing was better than that of many men of his class. If he had been taken 
under cover all tlie way, I should say that his clothing would have been sufficient; but for 
a drive of some distance outside, it would have been better for him to have had more 
clothing. I never anticipated that he would be taken outside a carriage. In this case I 
gave him a pair of shoes on my own authority, as I have before stated. If there were no 
linings to the black trousers he left in, I should say that they would not be so warm as 
tliose he wore in the workhouse. 

(signed) Henry Douglas. 

Sworn at Leeds, the 19th day of Mai-ch 1863. 

(signed) John Manwaring, 

■ Poor Law Inspector. 



John O'Rourke, being sworn, saith ; — 

I AM employed by the guardians of the township of Leeds as removal officer of paupers 
to Ireland, Scotland, the Channel Islands, Jersey and Guernsey, and the Isle of Man. I 
am also Inspector of Nuisances under the Board of Guardians ; 1 am not paid by a fixed 
salary, but for every case according to my actual expenses. I am paid 12 s. Qd. a day — 
namely, 5.?. a day wages, and Is. 6rf. a day for my hotel expenses. The paper marked C 
is the bill I presented to the guardians in Bourke’s case. On the 30th of December last, 
I received from the Justices’ clerk a warrant for the removal of Patrick Bourke from Leeds 

to 
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to Westport. I started with him on the journey from the Leeds Workhouse on the morning 
of tlie 30th December, at ten minutes to ten o’clock. I had arranged, by sending a note 
to tlie master the day before, as to the time I would call for him. I had a cab at the 
workhouse to take the pauper and myself to the station. I took tliird-class tickets for us 
both to Dublin, but we travelled in a second-class carriage, as passengers going tlirough 
to Dublin are allowed to do so, it having no third-class carriages attached. I had provided 
for myself for the journey a liam shank and some buns, and Bourke had had breakfast, and 
I took him some bread and cheese. We left at half-jmst ten and changed carriages at 
Staley bridge. I had a glass of beer at Crewe, and gave one to Bourke. We stayed a very 
short time at Chester. We arrived at Holyhead at about nine o’clock, and went at once 
on the steamer. We went in a steamer which goes to North Wall. We sailed at about 
three in the morning. As soon as we got on board, at about nine o’clock, we both had some 
tea and bread and butter, for which I paid. On getting on board I asked if there were 
any intermediate cabins, as if there had been one I could have put Bourke into it. There 
was not one. My practice is, during the winter montlis, in compliance with the statute, 
with women and children, to take them as cabin passengers, but it is not required for men. 
As tlicre was no intermediate cabin, the steward advised me to advise with the cook upon 
tlie subject. I did so and I placed Bourke in the caboose, where there was a good fire, 
and I paid the cook a shilling. Bourke sat on a bench with a back to it. I went to him 
several times in the night and asked him if he would have anything more, and he said he 
bad had enough. Bourke had no means to lie down, no more had I, the steamer being so 
full. The steamer had no cabin between the first-class cabin and the deck. As I 
was in llie first-class cabin, I paid 2 s. Qd. more than I paid for Bourke. We arrived at 
North Wall at about uine o’clock on -the moniing of the 31st of December, and Bourke 
appeared to be in good health and spirits, and he did not appear to me to have suiFered 
much from his journey. I then took him from the boat to the Commercial Temperance 
Hotel in Capel-street, a distance of about a mile. We walked; he walked as well as 
I did. It did not rain. On getting to the hotel I asked him what he would take and 
he said tea, and I gave him tea and bread and butter. He smoked on board and 
all the journey. I paid 9 d. for his breakfast, and I paid 1 s. for mine. I had a 
couple of eggs, and he could have had the same if he had chosen. During the 

day I sa^v him many times, and he did not complain of the efiects of the voyage. 

I bought him half an ounce of tobacco. I made him the offer that he might go (o see 
any fnends he had in Dublin ; but he declined, as he had been so long from Dublin he did 
not know ^vl>ere to find them. He did not stay in the house all day, in consequence of 
illness. We had tea at about four o’clock, with bread and butter, 9 d. each. He did not 

wish for any dinner, as we had breakfasted so laic. He went to bed between seven and- 

eight o’clock. The next morning he was up before me, and we breakfasted a little before 
eight o’clock, on tea and bread and butter. M e started to walk to the Broadstones 
Station, from the hotel, a distance of about half a mile. M e took third-class railway 
tickets, and a car ticket to Westport. We ani-\’ed at Castlebar in the afternoon. In the 
railway carriage lie ate some of his bread and cheese, and I gave him some of my hiun. 
We had no beer. He drank some wine, a gentleman on the journey having given him 
a bottle of unfermented wine before we left the hotel; he often supped of it, but as to 
drinking, I can’t say, but it was ail finished before we jjarted. At Castlebar we both 
got into the car; it was then daylight; it was a long open car, with seats at each 
side. Whilst on the road and daylight,_a heavy shower came on. On leaving Cas- 
tlebar I borrowed of the carman an oilskin coat for Bourke’s use, to keejj the cold and 
wind from him. He had not complained on the journey, up to that time, of cold, or 
of being thinly clad. The car was full. We had to go 10 Irish miles in the car. _ On 
going over the hills he complained of cold, although he had the coat on. V e arrived 
at V’^estport at about four o’clock. The carman recommended Mr. Clampctt s house as 
a lodging for myself for the night. Bourke went with me there,- and I gave him some 
tea. I offered the driver a glass of whiskey, and I called for one for myself, and I gave 
Bourke part of it in some of his wine. Bourke complained of cold, and I was edd 
myself. He had no appearance of being cold or feeble on entering Clampett s house. He 
was wet below the knees, and so was I. The seat of the car was so high, I assistea him 
off to the ground. The statement that I put my arms around Bourke, and tenderly 
lifted him bodily off the car, is not true. As to the statement that Bourke was shivering 
very much, and was foundered and unable to speak, it is not true. It is also not trae 
that Bourke, on the journey to Castlebar, in the railway carriage, was unable to drink 
from the bottle without any assistance ; and the evidence I have heard, as being g^'^^n by 
Michael Quinn, on that point is not true, as I never assisted Bourke to drink at all ; 1 did 
not even sit on the same side the carriage. I had placed him in a comfortable corner. 
I never said to the passengers in the railway carriage that they were not to mm 
the old man, as he was unable to speak to us. After we had had the reffeshment 
at Clampett’s, we started to walk to the workhouse, a distance of about half a nule. 
I gave a boy 2d., to show us the way to the Westport Workhouse. 
person we saw there was the porter, who, in the absence of the master, received the 
pauper. I told the porter that I had brought the man from England. He did ask 
me the question, “ How was it that a body of gentlemen like the Leeds guardians should 
send such a man over ? ” I understood him to mean such an old man. 1 replied. It is 
a matter with which I have only to discharge my duty, and to carry out the warrant. it 
was not dayhght, but I left Ifim between five and six o’clock. It was then dark. 1 have 
24 <i. B 2 
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been acting as removal officer for about seven years. I first became employed by the 
guardians on February 4th, 1857. I was not employed by them before that time. If I 
had not had Bourke to take across in December, I should have been employed as an 
agent. I have been employed as an agent tor a sick society to get members, and anything 
of that kind I could get. I have removed several cases to Ireland since I took Bourke 
viz., a woman with two children, named Welch, to Dublin, on 7th February last; Ellen 
Davy, with two children, to Sligo, on 7th January. I live at No. 10, East Field-street. 
When I took charge of Bourke he did not complain of his health, or say that he had taken 
medicine the day before. The day we travelled from Castlebar to Westport it was cold 
but not very cold. My instructions from the Leeds guardians are, to use the people as 
tenderly as possible, and I should not hesitate to stop an extra night on the journey if I 
thought it necessary. I am not bound to time. If Bourke had complained at Castlebar 
of fatigue or cold, I would have stopped there for the night. I left Westi)ort, on my return, 
on the 2d January, at half-past eight in the morning. 1 arrived in Dublin that night. 
I embarked the next day at nine at night. There was no steamer that night from North 
Wall, after I arrived there, so I waited till the evening of the next day. The train would 
arrive about 10, and I arrived at Leeds the next evening, the 4th of January. I 
came straight through. I heard a number of questions, the printed questions, put by 
the master of the Westport Workhouse to Bourke, and I heard his answers. I should say 
that many of the answers were extorted from him : I mean that the first answer he gave 
to each question was not taken down, but other questions were put to him in ditferent 
manners before the answer was taken down. I mean to say that the examination was very 
unfairly done. I said to that effect at the time. I dissented from several of the answers 
to the questions at the time. I dissented from the accuracy of the answer to No. 7, 
which appears upon the paper “ steerage passenger.” I dissented because I had him 
under cover, for which I paid the cook Is. I also dissented to the answer to No. 14, 
which stands that he had resided seven years in Leeds; whereas, I heard the man answer, 
in the first instance, that he had been a wanderer all his time, and had not passed seven 
weeks in Leeds. At last Bourke gave the answer as it is stated. I expressed an opinion 
that both the answers were incorrect. I did not hear Bourke say that Claremorris 
was his place of birth ; I heard that answer taken down to the question. I won’t 
undertake to say that the word Claremorris was not used. I heard all the queries 
read over to him, but I never beard the word Claremorris mentioned. I did not dissent 
to any of the answers to any of the queries but those I have mentioned. I heard him 
tell the master that he was born in Westport. I did not say to the officers at Westport, 
or to anybody, that the wet and cold we met with on the journey were enough to kill any 
man, or anything to that effect. I never hinted that I had suffered from the cold. He 
did not say that he had suffered from cold, but he did say that he was cold, and I said that 
I had also suffered from cold myself. He had a black coat, black waistcoat, and black 
trousers. He told me that the Leeds master had given him a pair of shoes, his own being 
bad. I saw him at the workhouse putting on his shoes. In my opinion it would have 
been better if he had had more clothing, He had as much on as I had, barring a top- 
coat. I don’t know that he had two shirts on. He did not complain to me of cold when 
in the railway carriage. The oilcloth coat I borrowed for him cf the carman was calculated 
to keep a man both dry and warm. I borrowed it before he got on the car. I did not 
hear Bourke tell the master of the Westport Workhouse that he had taken medicine the 
night before he left Leeds, but I did not hear him say that he had come from the hospital. 
He did tell the master that when he was first admitted he had been poorly, rubbing his 
chest ; he said nothing about having heart disease. If be had said so in my presence, 
I should have heard him. I did tell the master of the workhouse at Westport that he 
was a steerage passenger. It was to the word deck passenger that I objected. He was 
going to write the answer to No. 7, “deck passenger,” and to that I objected, but I 
assented to the word “steerage passenger.” On leaving Bourke at Westport, he said that 
he was never better treated than in the Leeds Workhouse, but particularly on Christmas 
Day, and that I had been kind to him, and had behaved like a man. At no time on the 
journey from Leeds to Westport did Bourke complain of his cough, or of suffering from 
illness of any description. 

(signed) John O'Rourke. 

Sworn at Leeds, the 19th day of March 1863, 

(Before me) 

(signed) John Mamcaring, 

Poor Law Inspector. 
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(A.) 

I certify that Patrick Bourke is in a fit state of health to he removed to Ireland. 

23 December 1862. (signed) Robert Cotlam, Surgeon. 



(B.) 

Patrich Bourke — Removable — To be passed to Ireland. 

Leeds, 5 December 1862. 

I am a hawker, and have no fixed place of residence : I have been in ^the habit, for years 
past of going from town to town in the neighbourhood of Leeds hawking goods. I 
gone to Wakefield, Dewsbury, Huddersfield, Halifax, Bradford, and other places. I had 
no house of my own in Leeds, or elsewhere ; I was in lodgings. I sometimes stayed a 
week or two at a time in Leeds, and when I could I generally went to the same lodging^ 
I did so in other towns that I went to. I used to stay two or three mghts m Wakefield, 
and the same in other places ; I generally got the same lodgings when I could. I had no 
more a home in Leeds than in the other towns that I visited. 



(C.) 



The Guardians of the Poor for the Township of Leeds, Dr. to John 0 Rourlie. 



To removing Patrick Bourke to Westport, Ireland, 30 December 1862. 

I £. s. d. I £. s. 



Cab fare at Leeds 
Pare to Dublin 

Eefreshments - - - • 

Ditto in Dublin 

Pares from Dublin to Westport 
Bed and breakfast, Dublin 



- 2 - 
1 4 10 

- 1 3 

- 1 6 

1 6 10 
- 1 3 



2 17 



d. 



Officer’s Expenses : 



Pare from Westport to Dublin - - - - 

Ditto from Dublin to Leeds - - - - 

Six days’ (at 12 s. 6cf. per day) board allowance - 



12 8 
12 6 
3 15 - 



Total - - - £. 



6-2 
8 17 10 



Embarkation 
Arrival 
6 January 1863. 



Holyhead. 

, - - Dublin. 

Allowed for payment this 7th January 1863. 

(signed) Wm. Middleton. 



Adopted at Board Meeting, 25 March 1863. 

Ordered— That the workhouse master be instructed to supply all paupers with siJ- 
floSt rui’s oT warm clothing, previous to their removal to Ireland, Scotland, or other 
place of settlement; such extfa clothing to he returned after the removal by the remova 
officer. 

n That r.rpvious to anv removal of an inmate to Ireland, Scotland, or elsewhere, 

thc°Sc^o«::r"rr IrkLusc be appHed to, and »n ‘hat d^ 

before such removal, a certificate of the fitness of such paupers, from health ana 
wise, to undergo removal. 
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Ujrough of Leeds, 1 XiiE information of Patrick Bourke, of Leeds, in the said borough, taken 
County' of York, f Leeds, in the said borough, on Tuesday the 23d day of Decem- 

ber 1862, before us, two of Her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace in and 
for the said borough. 

Who saith as follows : viz., — 

That I am 73 years of age, and I now reside in the township of Leeds, and ara actually 
chargeable thereto. 

That I was born in the county of Mayo, in the kingdom of Ireland, and I have not 
done any act to gain a settlement in England. 

That the only place in whicli I have inhabited and resided for three years was the 
county of Slayo aforesaid, and in that part of the county called Westport. 



(signed) Patrick Bourke, 

(Sworn before us,") his x mark. 

(signed) Chas. G. Maclea, 

Henry Chorley. 



I certify that the above is 
to be a copy. 

Leeds, 25 March 1863. 



a true copy of the original examination, of which it purports 

(signed) Roht. Barr, 

Clerk to the J ustices. 



Removal to Ireland. 



Borough of Leeds, ) To the Guardians and Overseers of the Poor, and to the Relieving Officers 
r I" !!fV V I ol" Township of Leeds, in the Borough of Leeds, in the 

oun y 0 * ■ County of York, and to the Guardians of the Poor Law Union hei*ein- 
after mentioned or referred to in the County of Mayo, in the Kingdom of Ireland, 
and to each of them, and to all other persons whom it may concern : 



Whereas application and complaint have this day been duly made to us, whose hands 
and seals are hereto set, two of Her Majesty’s Justicesof the Peace of and for the borough 
of Leeds in Petty Sessions assembled, by Joseph Bowser, one of the relieving officers 
of and for the said township of Leeds, that Patriek Bourke, of the reputed age of 73 years, 
who has this day been seen by us, is now residing and inhabiting in, and chargeable to, the 
said township of Leeds in the borough aforesaid, without having gained any settlement or 
right of irremovability there, or elsewhere in England, and that the said Patrick Bourke 
was born in the kingdom of Ireland, to wit at W estport, in the county of Mayo : 

And whereas it duly appears to us, the said Justiees, that tlie matters and premises 
aforesaid are true, and that the said Patrick Bourke is in such a state of health as not 
to be liable to suffer bodily or mental injury by liis removal, as hereinafter directed and 
autliorised : 



We, therefore, the said Justices, on due consideration of the premises, do hereby authorise 
you, and eaeh of you, the said guardians and overseers of the poor, and the said relieving 
officers of and for the said township of Leeds, and each of you, to remove and convey the 
said Patrick Bourke from the said township of Leeds to Ireland, and him deliver at the 
workhouse of the union, containing the port of, or nearest to the place ol, his ultimate 
destination in the county of Mayo aforesaid, in such manner and form as the law directs. 



Given under our hands and seals, in the borough of Leeds aforesaid, the 23d day of 
December 1862. 



(signed) Charles G. Maclea. (l. s.) 
Henry Chorley. (l.S.) 



1 January 1863. 



Received Patrick Bourke. 



George Green, Master. 
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COPIES of the Report of the Irish Poor Law Inspector to the Irish Poor 
Law Commissioners, relating to the Inquiry at Leeds into the case of 
Patrick Bourke; and of the further Evidence, taken at JVestport, in the 
same case. 



Poor Law Commission Office,'! 
Dublin, 10 April 1863. / 



B. BANKS, Chief Clerk. 



— III. — 



No. 1 — Copy Report of Mr. Rohinson, Poor Law Inspector, relating to the 
Inquiry at Leeds, on the J9th March 1863, regarding the case of Patrick 
Bourke. 

(No. 6778/63.— Westport Union.) 



Gentlemen, Dublin, 24 March 1863. 

Having, in accordance with the instructions contained in your letter of the 
I4th instant, attended the investigation held at Leeds by Mr. Manwaring, 
Poor Law Inspector, into the circumstances connected with the removal of the 
late Patrick Bourke from Leeds to Westport Union, I think it right to report 
my pi’oceedings to you, and to make j'ou acquainted with the essential points 
in the evidence of the witnesses examined at that inquiry. 

Before the investigation commenced, I told Mr. Manwaring, in reference to 
the part I would take in it, that in case any facts which appeared to me to be 
of importance should not be elicited from the witnesses on their direct examina- 
tion, 1 would ask him to put some questions which I would suggest ; but he 
invited me to put any questions I pleased to the witnesses myself, and I had 
no difficulty in examining them on the points which I considered to be 
important. 

I also stated, when the inquiry commenced, that evidence had recently been 
taken in Ireland, which the Leeds Board of Guardians had not seen ; and that, 
if it was deemed desirable, I would read it for the information of the Inspector 
and the Board. To this course Mr. Manwaring assented, and I accordingly 
read the evidence, taken by Dr. Brodie, of Henry Brown, John Clampett, and 
James Quin ; I attach that evidence to my report.* 



The first witness examined at the inquiry was Joseph Bowser, one of the 
relieving officers of the Leeds township, and his evidence was to the following 
effect : — 



“ Bourke made application for relief on tlie 3d of May 18G2 ; it was the first time I saw 
him. On referring to the Application and Report Book, I find lie applied for rehe on the 
ground of destitution. He was single ; age 72, not ordinarily ablebodied disabled by age ; 
no earnings, medical relief none. He staled he liad lived one month m Leed.«. He ^ated 
he had been born at Westport, in Ireland. I entered m the Application and Report Book, 
‘Settlement, Westport, Mayo.’ He said he had been hawking. I visited him at his 
lodoingP and saw him, and he a>ked me for an order for tlie workhouse for Monday. 1 
produce the counterfoil of the order: it is dated the 5ih of May 1662. Descni.tion on 
counterfoil, ‘Hawker; ill and destitute.’ It appears on the Admission and Dischaige 
Book of the woikhouse, that he was admitted before .supper on May 5th, arid desciibed 
‘iU.’ After giving Bourke the Workhouse Order, I saw no more of Imu till December 
the 5th, when, by order of the guardians, I went with the other relieving officer througli the 
workhouse, to see if there were any paupers removable to Ireland, Scotland or "thei Par s 
of England. We perform this duty about tivice a year. Die managing 
citors to the overseers, and tlie assistant overseer and removal officei toi the 



* See Nos. 2 and 3. 
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accompanied us. On coming to the name of Patrick Bonrke, 1 requested the master to 
send for him, which he did. The solicitors’ managing clerk (Mr. VVhalley) examined 
Bourke, and look down Ins statement. 1 thought Bourke much improved in bealih, and I 
directed Mr. Whalley to investigate especially as to his removability. I thought Bourke 
quite tit to be removed to Ireland. On the lOtli of December, Mr. Naylor, the solicitor to 
the overseers, made a report to the guardians, in a Report Book which I produce. The 
report is as follows respecting Bourke; — ‘This pauperis an Irishman, and should be 
passed to Ireland, as he is clearly removable.’ This is dated December 10th, and sio-ned 
by Mr. Naylor. On the Guardians’ Minute Book of their proceedings on the 17th December 
last, I find that it was ‘ ordered that Patiick Bourke, an inmate of the workhouse, be passed 
to Ireland;’ that order was made in consequence of Mr. Nayior’.s report. It was also 
ordered ‘ that Gilliert Cuttle be passed to Ireland.’ On Tuesday the 23d of December I 
requested the workhouse masier to send Bourke and Cuttle to my office, that I might take 
them before the magistrates, and apply for orders of removal. They walked to my office, 
a distance of nearly two miles, and no one accompanied them. Bourke did not appear tired 
or exhausted with his walk, and appeared cheerful. 1 don’t think I told him why I was 
taking him before the justices. J expected Dr. Beardshaw, the medical officer of my district, 
at my office, when I should get him to examine the paupers ; but be did not attend. At that 
time Dr. Cottam, another medical officer, came in. I asked iiim to examine the two men as 
to their state of health and condition. Mr. Cottam knew they were to be brougiit before 
the magistr.ites for removal to Ireland. It lias been my invariable irraclice to obtain a 
medical certificate before upplying to the magistrates for a Removal Order. I hand in 
Dr, Cottam ’s certificate in Bourke’s case: — 

“ ‘ I certify that Patrick Bourke is in a fit stale of health to be removed to Ireland. 

‘23 December 1862. (signed) Robert Cottam’ 

“ I took both men before the Justices, Mr. Chorley and Mr. Maclea. Mr. Chorley is a 
surgeon in active practice, He questioned both paupers. The examination of both paupers 
took place in the Justices’ room, where they were close to them. In answer to Mr. 
Ohoiley’s questions, Bourke answered cheerfully. Mr. Chorley spoke to Bourke in a 
jocular manner, who answered in the same manner. I have had much experience in 
getting paupers removed to Ireland; and, according to what I have observed, I believe that 
if the pauper had strongly objected, on account of age or ill-lieabh, the magistrates would 
have refused to give the warrant. Bourke did not say whether he wished to go or not ; but 
as he made no objection, I conclude he was satisfied to go. The paupers were sent back 
to the workhouse by themselves, knowing the warrants had been granted. They both 
returned to the workhouse, and, before they were removed, Cuttle absconded, as I have 
been informed. Bourke never mentioned Claremorris Union to me.” 

Examined by me : — 

“ Mr. Barr, clerk to the magistrates, took Bourke’s information ; Mr. Barr, or his clerk, 
prepared the Removal Warrant. I heard Bourke tell Mr. Barr, in the presence of the 
Justices, that he was born in Westport, and that the last three years he lived in any place 
in Ireland, was at Westport. He said he had been in Ireland since he left it the first time, 
but did not stay three years. Bourke told me, on the 3rd of May, that he only came to Leeds 
one month before. I always consult the medical officer of my own district in reference to 
the health of persons about to be removed. 

“ The Hemoval Warrants are always prepaied bv the magistrate’s clerk, and I understand 
Mr. Barr has been out of printed forms, and did not wish to get new printed forms until 
-the new Act iiad been some time in operation. Tlie entry in my Application and Report Book, 
that Westport was Bourke’s settlement, was made on May 3rd, on information given me by 
Bouikc.” 

The second, witness was Dr. Land, the medical officer of the Leeds Work- 
house ; and his evidence was to the following effect : — 

“ Bourke never was on the Workhouse Medical Relief Book as being sick or ill. On 
August 22d, I ordered him an ounce of tobacco weekly as an extra ; that continued till he 
left the house. There is no other entry res(>ecting him on the Workhouse Medical Relief 
Book. On reference to my prescription-book, I find I prescribed an aperient powder and a 
mixture for Bourke; but it is not stated for what, but I presume it was f.ir confinement of 
the i.'ovvels. I find that on November 10 th, I prescribed again for Bourke, and ordered cough 
mixture. These are the only two entries in my prescription-book. He was placed in the 
hospital after admission to the workhouse; that would be after my examination in the 
receiving-ward, and by my directions. There are many cases sent by me to the hospital 
where no medicine is ordered. Sometimes they come in in a half-starved state, and t send 
them lo hospital that they may receive more comfort and more general attention. If Bourke 
had required sivk-diet, 1 should have entered him on the sick-books. I think it is probable 
I should have remembered Bourke if he had been sick in hospiial. I visit my sick-wards 
every <lay. I enter all persons I prescribe for in my prescription-book. 1 have gone 
through that book twice, and only find two entries about Bourke.” 

Exammed 
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Examined by me — 

“ I have no personal vecollectio;i of Bouilce. He was on house diet in the hospital. I 
scmelinies place persons in the hospital without putting them on the sick books. I cannot 
say whether Bourke was in the hospital ward when he left the workhouse. I cannot say 
when I last saw liiin. Persons are not admitted to the hospital or siek wards without my 
order, and are not discharged therefrom without my order.” 

The third witness was Mr. Whalley, clerk to Mr. Naylor, the solicitor to 
the overseers, and the following was the substance of his evidence : — 

“ I have been accustomed to accompany the relieving officer to the Leeds Workhouse to 
assist in the investigation of settlement. On the 5th of December I accompanied the 
officers in examining the workhouse inmates. The assistant overseer was tiieie also. My 
attention was directed to the case of Bourke. I questioned him, and on the following day 
I made notes of the case. They purport to be his answers to my questions, and are to the 
following effect : — ‘ I am a hawker, and have no fixed place of residence. I have been in 
the habit, for years past, of going from town to town in the neighbourhood of Leeds hawking 
o-oods. I have gone to Wakefield, Dewsbury, Huddersfield, Halifax, Bradford, aticl other 
places. I had no house of my own in Leeds or elsewhere ; I was in lodgings. I sometimes 
stayed a week or two at a time in Leeds, when I generally went to the same lodgings. I 
did so in other towns that 1 went to. 1 used to stay two or three nights in Wakefield, and 
ihe same in other places. I generally got the same lodgings when I could. I had no more 
a home in Leeds than in any other towns I visited.’ I swear that all the statements I took 
down were made lo me on the 5th of December. From my observatiori of Bourke, I saw 
nothing to make me think he was ailing. I don’t know that I ever saw him before or since. 
I told him on the 6th of December that he would be passed to Ireland, and he made n . 
objection.” 

Examined by me — 

“ I am not quite sure at what period Bourke said he had last come to Leeds ; but I am 
certain it was within three years. I did not make any inquiry about Bourke’s previous 
residence, except from himself.” 

The fourth witness was Dr. Cottara, who deposed to the following effect : — 

“ On the 23d of December Mr. Bowser asked me to certify as to the health and condition 
of two men who were to be passed fo Ireland. They were brought into the waiting room, 
when I examined them. I can identify Bourke in my own mind, because he was the oldest. 
Mr. Bowser told me that Bourke had walked from the workhouse that morning. Bourke 
did'not appear tired or exhausted. I took the man into the waiting room and examined 
his tongue, pulse, and chest. I pressed his chest with my finger. I was satisfied that he 
was in a fit state to be passed to Ireland, and gave a certificate to that effect. The certifi- 
cate produced was signed by me on the day named. The man appeared cheerful. He 
talked about going to Ireland, and he did not either object or express a desire to go. He 
came actively up the steps, and into the waiting room. I considered he was fit to bear the 
jonrnev without any special directions as to the care of him. If Bourke had been suffering 
from chionic bronchitis, from a faity heart, or chest disease, I must have discovered it.” 



Examined by me — 

“I examined Bourke sufficiently carefully to enable me to give that certificate. I cannot 
recollect whether I used a stethoscope or not. I cannot say whether Bourke had heart 
disease or chronic bronchitis. I consider that he was fit to bear removal at that time under 
ordinary circumstances ; but I think that, from his age, he was not so well able to bear cold, 
exposure, and hardship, as a younger man ; but I form this opinion from ins age, and not 
from the state of his genera! health. I did not consider it necessary to give any particular 
instructions to the relieving officer in respect Lo his treatment on tlie journey; and did not 
give any opinion on the case beyond the certificate. 



The fifth witness was Wiljiam Johnson, the male nurse of the infirmary, and 
his evidence was to the following effect ; 



“ 1 know Patrick Bourke ; I remember he was admitted to the infirmary on 
May. I keep an admission and discharge book, and find from it the day of Bomkes 
admission to the infirmary. 1 find also that he was discharg^ed horn the 
30th of September. I liave no minute as to what ailed him ; but l/ecollect he sufle ed 
from shortness of breath and debility when he first came in, and that he kept h‘s hed but 
I cannot recollect for how long. I dievv the doctors attention to inmra 
September, as I tlroagl.t him fit to 
be moved to the body ol the house. Hi- 
1 saw him in the body of the house in N 



2-45 



He was not in the infirmary after the 30th of Sep'c 

dav-room on the day before lie was moved to 
“ Ireland. 



C 
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Ireland. I gave Bourke medicine that day, but I cannot say what the medicine was. He 
was in the habit of taking cough medicine occasionally. 

“ Bourke had a bottle of medicine with his own name on it. This was prepared by the 
dispenser, and was given to me, if I mistake not, on the lOtli of November, and was 
replenished fiom time to time. Bourke did not take it regularly, but got it when he 
wished it.” 

Dr. Land was recalled, and stated that his prescription on the 10th of Novem- 
ber did not provide for continuing the mixture until further notice; but that 
the dispenser was justified in replenishing the bottle if it was desirable. 

The sixth witness was Mr. Henry Douglas, the master of the Leeds Work- 
house, and the substance of his evidence was as follows : — 

“ I remember Patrick Bourke. I find he was admitted on the 5th of May 18(52, by tlie 
relieving officer, and entered before supper at five o’clock. On tlie 7th of May was 
ordered by the medical officer to the infiimary. I find he was discharged on the 30th of 
September; I find that he was not readmitted to the sick ward after the 30th of September. 
I employed him at light work, such as teasing liair and rope. I cannut say that he worked 
every day; and I do not press men to work full time when they are over 70 years of age. I 
was not aware the man had bronchitis or diarrhcea in the woikliouse, but he suffered from 
debility on his first admission. I remember sending Bourke and Cuttle to be examined as 
to their fitness to be removed to Ireland. I remember the 30t)i of December, the morning 
Bourke was leaving for Ireland ; I saw him in my own office; he came to thank me for the 
treatment he had received in the workhouse. Cuttle had absconded that morning, after 
having his own clothes on for the journey, llourke appeared to me willing to go, and in a 
fit state to be moved.” 

Examined by me — 

“ I cannot say what clothing Bourke was admitted in. He was discharged in the same 
clothes he was admitted in, with the exception of a pair of shoes ; and I gave him a pair 
of good shoes, as he complained of his own being bad. I saw him ia his clotliing, dressed 
for the journey. I thougiit the clothes fair. He had a black cloth coat of fine cloth. He 
had no great coat ; I cannot describe the trousers, or whether he had any flannel waistcoat 
or drawers. 

I think the clothing was such that he would feel cold in it in the open air, on a winter 
clay. I think that his clothing was better than tliat of many men of his class in Leeds. I 
think his clothing would have been sufficient if he had been taken under cover the whole 
way, but 1 think he would have been better for additional covering on a drive of some dis- 
tance in the open air. I considered he was to be taken all the journey in a railway cai riage 
or steamer; and I never anticipated he was to be conveyed outside a carriage. I think I 
have authority to give additional clothing to a p.mper about to be removed lo Ireland, it I 
tliink it necessary, and I have done so. In Bourke’s case, I gave him a pair of shoes. I 
do not know whether his trousers were lined or not, but if they were not lined, I do not 
think they would have been so warm as the workhouse trousers.” 

The seventh witness was John O’Rourke, the removing officer, who deposed 
to the following effect : — 

“ I am employed by the Guardians of the Leeds Township, as a removal officer, to 
remove paupers to Ireland, Scotland, the Cltannel Islands, Guernsey, Jersey, and the Isle 
of Man. I am not paid by a fixed salary, but by the case, according to my actual expenses. 
I am paid nsy expenses, and 12s. Qd. a day; viz. 5s. a day wages, and Tv, Gd. a day lo 
cover hotel expenses. On the 30th of December I received a warrant Cot the removal of 
Patrick Bourke to Westport, from Leeds. 

“ I started with him on the journey from Leeds Workhouse, on tiie 30th of December, 
at 10 minutes to 10 o’clock, a.m. ; I had previously sent to the master to arrange about the 
time H should call for him. I had a cab at the workhouse, to take us to t he station. I took 
tickets by tlie third-class to Dublin, but we travelled in a second-class carriage, as passengers, 
taking through tickets to Dublin are allowed to do so by that train, there being no third- 
class carriage attached. Previous to starting I bought a ham-shank for mvself, and some 
bread and cheese fur Bourke, who had had his breakfast before starting. The train left at 
10.30, and we changed carriages at Staleybridge; 1 gave Bourke a glass of beer at Crewe, 
and l.adone myseh. At about nine o’clock, p.m., we arrived at Holyhead, and went onboard 
the steamer. About tiiree o’clock a.m. on the 3Ist of December we sailed. As soon as 
we got on board, at about nine o’clock, I gave Bourke some bread and butter, and hid the 
same myself. Immediately on going on board I asked if there was an intermediate cabin, as, 
if there had been one, I would have put Bourke into it; there was not one. In the winter 
months my prajU.:e is to take women and children as cabin passengers, and I do this in 
accordance with the statute. This is not required for men. The steward recommended me 
lo advise with the cook, who recommended me to bring Bourke to the caboose where there 
was a good fire, and for which I paid a shilling. He sat on a bencli with a back to it; 
I wont to him several times in the night, and asked him if he wanted anything more t > eat, 
and he said he had plenty. I do not know whether he slept or not, out he had no means 
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to lie down, nor had I, the steamer being so full. This steamer had no cabin between the 
first-class and the deck. I was in the first-class cabin, and paid halfta-crown for it. V e 
ariived at the North Wall about nine o’clock, a.m., on the 31st of December, and Bonrke 
appeared to be in good health and spirits, and did not appear to suffer much on the voyage. 

We went from tire ship to the Commercial Temperance Hotel, in Capel-street, a distance of 
about a mile. We walk>'d, andBourke walked as well as I did ; it was fine. When we got 
there 1 asked what he would take, and he said tea, and I gave him tea, and bread and 
butter. He was not sick on board, and he smoked, i paid ninepence for his breakfast, 
and one shilling for iny own, I was in the cotnraercial room, and he was in the smoking 
room ■ I had two eggs, and he could have had the same if he had chosen it. We spent the 
day there and I was often with him, and there was a good fire in the room ; he did not 
complain of having suffered from the effects of tlie voyage ; I bought him tobacco, and told 
him he might go and see any friends he had in Dublin ; and he said he had been so long 
from Dublin tliat he did not know where to find his friends. 

‘‘ He did not remain in the house in consequence of illness. We had tea at about tour 
o’clock with bread and butter, and I paid ninepence for each of us; he did not wish for 
dinner, as we breakfasted so late. Bourke went to bed before eight o’clock, and was up 
and ready next morning when I got up, and we breakfasted a little before eight o clock ; we 
did not breakfast together. He had tea and bread and butter as much as he wished lor. 
We left the hotel about 8.5 a.m., and walked to the Broadstone Station, a distance ol about 
half a mile, and took railway tickets by the third-class, to Castlebar, and from thence by 
Bianconi’s car to Westport. In the railway carriage Bourke ate of some of his bread and 
cheese and I gave him some ham, and lie drank some wine which _a geiitleman had given 
him a bottle of ; it was unfermented wine ; he often took a sup of it. Ihe gentleman gave 
him the wine at tlie temperance hotel. I camiotsay whether Bourke drank much of it ; it was 
all finished before we parted, and he gave a little of it to the driver. At Castlebar we got on 
the car, and it was then fine ; it was a long, open car. It came on to ram a heavy shower 
on the road ; it was daylight. On leaving Castlebar, I borrowed Irom the driver an oilskin 
coat for Bourke’s use, lo keep the cold and wind from him ; up to that time Bourke had 
not complained of cold, or of being thinly clad; but it was getting cold on leaving the 
train. There were six on the car, and we had to go 10 miles ; and on going over the hills 
he complained of cold, though he.had the coat on. We arnved at Westport at about tour 
o’clock p.m., and 1 asked the carman to recommend me a lodging for mysell, and he 
recommended Mr. Clampett’s. Bourke came with me to Ciampett’s house, and i gave him 
some tea and my last bun. On going in I gave the carman a glass of whiskey, and took 
part of one myself, as I was cold. I ofi'eied Bourke some whiskey, and he look a 
little and mixed it with his wine. Bourke complained of cold, and I was cold myself. 
Bourke did not appear to me to be weak or feeble on entering Clampett s house. He 
was wet below the knee, and so was I, and the seat of the car was so high, that 
I assisted him down: but he had not much difficulty in getting down. -J he state- 

ment that I had to put my arm round Bourke, and tenderly hft him off the car is 
not true. The statement that Bourke was shivering very much, and foundered, and uriable 
to speak, is not true. It is not true that oii the journey to Castleb.ir, Bourke vvas unable in 
the railway carriage to drink from the bottle without my assistance, and the evidence 1 
have heard on that point as having been given by James Quinn is not true, as i never 
assisted Bourke to drink at all. I did not sit next him in the carnage; I placed him in a 
comfortable corner of the carriage. I did not say to the passengers in the railway carnage 
that they were not to mind the old man, as he was unable to speak to us. After taking 
refreshment at Clampett’s, we walked about half a mile to the workhouse ; I savv the portei 
of the workhouse, who, in the absence of tlie master, received the pauper ; I told the poi tei 
I brom-ht the man from England ; the porter asked me how it was the Leeds guardians (or 
a body of <rentlemen like the Leeds guardians) sent such a man over ? I understood him to 
mean Lch’an old man ; I replied, ‘ it is a matter witli which I have nothing to do ; I have 
only to carry out my orders.’ I left the house about five or six o clock; Bourke appealed 
considerably better of the cold, and sat by the fire; tlm ^ 

receipt for the pauper. I have been acting as removing officer for about six years , if 1 had 

Slen ove?B„Svk. iu December, I eheekl have been employed ae ‘h”e 

removed several persons to Ireland; I removed a woman 

to Dublin in February last, and Ellen Davey and two children to Sligo on the <fh ol 
January At Westport, Bourke said to me on leaving him, that he had never been liettei 
treated^than at the Leeds Workhouse, and particularly on Chnstmas-day, and that I had 
treated him kindly and like a man.” 

Examined by me — 

“When I took charge of Bourke he did not complain of his health 
medicine the day before. It was cold on the way to Westport. 5 y f 
from the Leeds guardians are to use the paupers as tenderly as SeV if 

I am not bound to time, and I should not hesitate to stop an ' XivliT vZld 

I thought it necessary; if Bourke had complained at Castlebar of cold ofal^ 
have stopped there for the nigl.t. On returning home I eft 'Vealport on the * ^ J 
at about half-past eight o'clock a, m.. and arrived at Unbhn at “S,'' /X^nW t vOien I 
from the No'rth Wall after my arrival, and so I waited till nine o dock v ; _ ^ 

embarked ; I then came direct to Leeds without stopping, and arnved on 

245- ^ 
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llie 4tb. I lieaid all the printed (|iiestions put by the master of the Westport Workhouse to 
Bourke ; I heard his answers ; I sliould say the answers were extorted from him ; I mean 
that the first answer to each question was not taken down, but the questions were repeated 
several times in a different manner befnre the answers were taken down ; I mean tire exami- 
nation was very unfairly done ; I dissented from the accuracy of several of the answers ; 
I dissented from tlie answer to the seventh question, as I had paid for his beinsr under cover; 
I also dissented horn the answer to question 14, which s:ates that he resided’ seven years in 
Leeos ; 1 heard the man say, in the first instance, he had been a wanderer all his time, and 
had not passed seven weeks in Leeds; 1 expressed my opinion that both these answers 
were incorrect. I said to the master that Bourke was a steerage passenger; he, was going 
to wiite the answer to No. 7, ‘ deck passenger,’ and to that I objected, but I assented to 
the words ‘ steerage passenger.’ ” 

“ I did not hear Bourke say that Claremorris was lits place of birth ; I do not recollect 
hearing Bourke or the master mention the word Claremorris ; the answers were all read 
over to us, but I did not notice that Claremorris was given as the place of birth. I did not 
express disseni to the answers to any of the queries except those named, and I assented to 
the others, i heard Bourke tell tl'e master he was born at Westport. I did not say to any- 
body at Westport that the wet and cold we met with on the journey were enough to kiil'a 
man ; I never hmted I had suffered from cold ; I heard Bourke say lie was cold, but not that he 
suffered from it. Bourke had a black coat, trousers and waistcoat on ; the master at Leeds 
had, be told me, given him a pair of shoes, his own being bad ; with the exception of a top 
coat, he had as much clothing on as I had ; in my opinion he would have been the better 
for a top coat in the railway carriage; Ido not know whether he had two shirts; he did 
not complain of cold in ihe railway carriage. The oilcloth coat I borrowed was calcu- 
lated to keep a man both dry and warm ; I borrowed it and put it on Bourke before he o-ot 
on the car. I did not hear Bourke say to the master at Westport that he was in the hos- 
pital at Leeds, but I did bear him say he had taken medicine tlie day before ; he said he 
had been poorly going into the workhouse, and he rubbed his chest ; I did not hear him sav 
he had chest disease.” 

The following is a copy of the removing officer’s account of the expenses 
attending Bourke’s removal : — 

(Copy.) 

The Guardians of the Poor for the Township of Leeds, Dr. to John O’Rourke : 

To removing Patrick Bourke to Westport, Ireland, 30 December 1862 : 

Cab fare at Leeds - - - - 

Fare to Dublin 
Refreshments - 

Ditto - in Dublin - - _ 

Fares from Dublin to Westport 
Bed and breakfast, Dublin 

£. j 2 17 8 



Officer’s Expenses : 

Fare from Westport to Dublin _ - - 

Ditto from Dublin to Leeds - - - - 

Six days, at 12s. G d. per day, Board allowance 

£.\ 0-2 



Total 



Embarkation, Holyhead. — Arrival, Dublin. 

January 6th, 1863. 

Exd., B. J. H. S. 

Allowed for payment this 7th January, 186-3. 

Wm. Middleton. 

The^eighth and last witness was a pauper inmate of the Leeds Workhouse, 
named James Toomej% and his statements were to the following effect : — 

“ I knew Bourke in the workhouse. Iwas in his society daily ; I never heard him complain 
of ill-health after he left the hospital. He had a slight cough while in the day-room with 

me. 



8 17 10 




£. s. d. 

1 4 10 

- 1 3 

- 1 6 

1 6 10 
- 1 3 
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me. Before lie left for Ireland I had several conversations with him, and he said he was 
goin^ to his native place at Westport. He was almost confident he would meet some of the 
faniiTy he and his father had been in service with, a gentlenuin iimncd Browne. He said he 
was well reconciled to going to Ireland for the above reason. I saw him the morning he 
staited and he did not appear down in spirits, and made no complaints. About a week 
before he went to Ireland he walked briskly with me down March-lane; he was a good 
walker and befnie me. When Bourkewasin the workhouse he wore a corduroy coat, and 
I saw him in his own clothes at starting. I think the clothes he wentaway in were warmer 
than the Oldinary workhouse diess. He looked smarter in his own clothes than in the 
pauper dress.” 

John O’Rourke, the removing officer, was recalled, and stated, in answer to me, 
“ At no time on the journey from Leeds to Westport did Bourke complain of his 
cough, or of suffering from any illness.” 

The statements of the -witnesses, which 1 have quoted above, are extracted 
from my notes of the proceedings at the inquiry ; I believe they will be found 
to ao-ree in every essential particular with the evidence taken by Mr. Manwaring, 
and my notes are at your service if you should desire to see them. Having now 
set forth the principal facts elicited at the investigation, it may be desirable 
that I should state the imjnessions left on my mind by the evidence of the 
witnesses examined at Leeds. 

On receiving and reading all the papers relating to the case, it appeared to 
me that the following points wei e those upon which information was required, 
and I will now ulludo to tlie evidence which appears to me to bear upon these 
points ; — 

1. As to the legality of the removal in regard to Patrick Bourke's place 
of birth and residence in Ireland. 

2. As to the legality of the removal in regard to his previous residence in 
the Leeds township. 

3. As to his fitness for removal. 

4. As to his treatment on the journey. 



With reference to the first two points, I do not see any reason to doubt the 
accuracy of the relieving officer’s evidence when he swore that, on making 
application to him for relief in May last, Bourke stated that he was born at 
-Westnort, and that he heard Bourke say to Mr. Barr, the magistrates c erk, in 
the presence of the magistrates, that he was born at Westport, and that the 
place in Ireland at which he last lived for three years was Westport; the fact 
of Bourke having spoken of Westport as his native place was also corroborated 

by the evidence of a pauper man named James Toomey. 

The statement made by Bourke before the magistrates at Leeds was there- 
fore different to that which the master of the workhouse at Westport alleys he 
made on arriving there, and from the evidence of Henry Browne, taken by Dr. 
Brodie, it seems that the place at which Bourke was born is now m the Oiare- 
morris Union ; hut I do not think that, acting on the information afforded them 
the magistrates could have arrived at any other conclusion than that Westport 

was the union to which he was properly removable. 

I may remark that at the time Bourke is alleged to have left Ireland 43 
years ago, the Irish Poor Law unions had not been formed, and it would have 
been impossible for him to have named the union m which the place of his 
birth is now situated, and it is probable that he named Wptport, as it was an 
important town in the vicinity ; but even had the man lived, it would have been 
of little avail to have pursued the inquiry as to his place of birth and residence 
in Ireland, as, under the present state of the law the guardians of Westport 
Union would have had no redress, in the way of appeal, had an error been 
committed in sending him to their union, instead of the union to which he was 

As toXmfe't previous residence in Leeds, it appears to 
consideration the evidence of the relieving officer, and 

clerk to the overseers’ solicitor, there cannot be any reasonable doubt . s to ti e 
fact that the man had not acquired a right of irremovability bj a readence of 
three years in the Leeds township, before he applied for rebel. , j 

In regard to Bourke’s fitness for removal and treatment on the 

245. 
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cannot say that the evidence is to my mind satisfactory, and 1 do not think that 
it proves conclusively that Bonrke was in a fit state of health and strength to he 
conveyed, in the depth of winter, such a distance as from Leeds to Westport, 
unless arrangements had been made to treat him while travelling with more 
than ordinary care ; the removal appears to me to have been effected in the 
same manner as if the man had been robust and able-bodied ; but, although 
Bourke is described as having been active and healthy at the time of his removal, 
it cannot be forgotten that he was 72 years of age, and that when he was in the 
workhouse, although he was not placed on the sick books, he was kept by the 
medical officer in the hospital from the 7th of May to the 30th of September, 
being one of those persons who, though not actually sick, were sent there, as 
the medical officer stated, that they might receive more comfort and more 
general attention. 

It must also be observed, that he was taking cough mixture up to the time he 
left the workhouse, and had been given some the day before his discharge ; and 
I would particularly allude to the fact, that while Dr. Cottam, who examined 
him, stated that he was satisfied he was in a fit state to be passed to Ireland, 
and did not consider it necessary to give any particular instructions to the re- 
lieving officer in respect to his treatment on the journey, he admitted, on exa- 
mination l>y me, that he considered Bourke was fit to bear removal at that time 
under ordinary circumstances, but thought that from his age he was not so well 
able to bear cold, exposure, and hardship as a younger man, and that he formed 
this opinion from his age, and not from the state of bis general health. 

As to Bourke’s treatment on the journey, the removing officer seems, in 
general, to have acted towards him with kindness and consideration; there is, 
however, one instance in which I conceive he failed in this respect, and that was 
in allowing him, after a railway journey of 10 hours, to sit all night in the 
caboose of the steamer, while he himself passed the night in the cabin. The 
difference in the cost would, it seems have been only 1 s. 6 d . ; and, as the re- 
moving officer stated that his “ general instructions from the Leeds guardians 
are to use the paupers as tenderly as possible,” there can be no doubt that the 
Board would have willingly sanctioned any reasonable sum expended for such a 
purpose. 

The removing officer drew attention to the fact that he takes women and 
children, in the winter months, as cabin passengers, in accordance with the law 
on that subject, but that he is not bound to do so in the case of men ; it is true 
that the statute referred to does not provide for the protection of men from the 
inclemency of the weather on hoard ship, at any season of the year, or whatever 
may be their age, and that in arranging for the shelter of Bourke in the caboose 
the removing officer did more than the Act required of him ; but I think that, 
considering Bourke’s time of life, he was morally, if not legally, entitled to the 
same amount of care and attention which a woman would require, and that it is 
to be regretted that he should not have had a more comfortable resting place at 
night than a bench in the caboose of the steamer. 

The coat he wore appears, by the evidence of the master of the Leeds Work- 
house, to have been made of fine black cloth, and he had no greatcoat ; the 
statement of the porter of the Westport Workhouse was to the effect that the 
waistcoat and trousers were of the same material as the coat, and that he had 
two shirts but no drawers or flannel shirt. This clothing would not have been ' 
enough to keep a young healthy man warm on a long railway journey in winter, 
in a third-class carriage, and appears to me to have been wholly insufficient for 
a man of Bourke’s years and physical condition. 

That he must have, and did, suffer from cold, exposure, and wet, is apparent, 
irrespective of the evidence of Jolm Clampett and James Quinn, taken by Dr. 
Brodie, as the removing officer stated that, though he did not complain of cold 
in the railway carriage he would have been the better for a top-coat ; that he 
complained of cold going over the hills to Westport, that he complained of cold 
at Westport, and that he was wet below the knee. 

It must he observed that the guardians of Leeds Union did not infringe any of 
the provisions of the Acts for the removal of the poor which enabled them legally 
to remove so aged a pauper in the manner that has been described ; yet I think 
that when it was determined to put this law into operation in the case of a man 
72 years old, and to send him, in the month of December, from England to the 

extreme 
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extreme west of Ireland, it is to be lamented that he was not provided with 
a great coat and Varm clothing for the journey, and that the officer accompany- 
ing him did not receive special instructions to effect the removal without exposing 
him to cold, wet, and fatigue. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) Henry Robinson, 

Poor Law Inspector. 



- — V. — 

No. 2.— Further Evidence taken by Doctor Broclie, at Westport, relating to 
the case of Patrick Bourke, on the 21st February 1863. 

(No.' 4381/63, Enel. — Westport Union.) 

Henry Browne, being duly sworn, saith: — 

I BESIDE in the town of Westport, and was well acquainted with Patrick Bourke, who 
died in the workhouse of Westport Union in the month of January last, he having been 
brougl't over from Leeds to Westport under a warrant of removal, on the 1st ultimo. He 
was my brother-in-law. I was married to his sister. She died about a year and a-half 
ago. He was born near Dunmacreena, in the Claremorris Union, where all his other rela- 
tives now reside ; they were all natives of that place. He never lived or resided six months 
in Westport, or in the Westport Union ; he could not have done so without my knowledge. 
He lived in his native place with his parents till he was about 12 years of age, when he 
went to live with the late Major Browne of Woodstock, in the Claremorris Union. After 
some time he went to live with a gentleman named Palles, near Ballinville, in the Clare- 
niorris Union. He subsequently joined the South Mayo Militia, I was then in that regi- 
ment, and we were stationed in various places in England and Ireland. In the year 1815 
the regiment was disembodied, and Patrick Bourke went to Dublin, where he resided about 
two years, and then went to Englaml, where he remained without leaving it until he was 
brought over from Leeds to Westport under a warrant of removal, on the 1st January last. 
He vfas about 73 years of age. My age is about the same. 

his 

Henry + Browne. 
mark. 

Sworn and acknowledged before me this 21 st February 1863. 

(signed) T. Brodie, Poor Law Inspector. 



No. 3 . Further Evidence taken by Doctor Brodie, at Westport and Castlebar, 

on the 16th March 1863. 

John Clampett, being duly sworn, saitb 

I BFSIDE in the town of Westport, and keep a grocery, wine and spirit shop. I remember 
the 1st .January last. On the evening of that day an old man whose name I have since 
asceitained to be Patrick Bouike, and who since died in the Westport Onion Workhouse, 
was bniught into my shop by Mr. O’Rourke. The old man appeared to be over 7 O years of 
age. Wlu n he was brought into my shop he appeared very weak, faint and feeble. Mr. 
O’Rourke, immediately on seeing me, asked me had I a large fire in the bouse, and would I 
bring the old man to it ? 1 said ves, and did so. On his w^ay to the fire I had to support 

him, he was so faint and feeble. Mr. O’Rourke then asked for .a glassful of w^skey.half a 
nog..in, and mixed it with some wine he had himself in a bottle, and gave it to Pat. Bourke. 
All this happened in about fiKeen minutes ; at the end of that time Mr.. O Rourke brought 
Pat. Bourke from the fireside into the shop, and told me he was going to deposit him in the 

''fam of Patrick Bourke was utterly unable to walk to the workhouse when he 

first ente red my sliop on the al.ove date. He revived considerably whilst at tlie fire, and 
bv the stimulants he got in my house. He was veiy bad y and lightly clad, and had no 
gieatcoat. The Ut January was very severe; Mr. 0 Rourke remarked so to me. Patnek 
Bourke could scarcely speak ; 1 rouhl not understand what he attemptea to say, he was so 

verv cold, vvei and weak. , . . 1 • , j m 

M r. O’Rourke treated Patrick Bourke while m my presence in a very kind and considerate 
manner, and anpeanrd to feel very much for llinri. Mr. O Rourke slept ru rny = 

niulit of the 1 st January. When leaiing, on the following morning, he handed mea card, 
which I now produce. ^ Clam,M 

Sworn before me this 16th March 1863. 

(signed) T. Brodie. 



245- 
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James Quinn, being duly sworn, saitli : — 

I AM driver of Biancorii’s car, whidi now carries the mail and passengers between 
Castlebar and 'Westport. I remember the 1 st of January last. I travciieil in the railway 
train that day from Claremorris lo Castlebar, and tiien drove ihe mail car to Westport 
Mr. O’Rourke, removing officer, whom I had known previously, and an old man whose 
name I liave since found to be Patrick Bourke, and who since died in the Westport Work- 
house, were in the railway carriage with me from Claremorris, and subsequently on the car 
to ^A’estport. Patrick Bourke appeared very weak, old and feeble, whilst in the train 
between Claremorris and Castlebar ( 1-5 miles), and Mr. O’Rourke gave him wine to drink on 
four or five occasions. On each occasion, being too weak, and having attempted in vain 
to raise the bottle to his mouth, Mr. O’Rourke liad to hold the bottle to Bourlce’s mouth 
with one hand, and to support his chin with the other. Whilst in the train Bourke was 
shivering, and unable to speak; so much so, that Mr. O’Rouiketold me and the other 
passengers “not to mind the poor man, as he was unable to speak to us.” On leaving- 
Castlebar for Westport by the car, I remarked Bourke so weak and cold that I took off 
my own oiled coat and wrapped it about him “through pity.” On reacliing Westport, 
I saw Mr. O’Rourke put his arms round Bourke, and"“ tenderly lift him bodily off* the 
car.” Bourke was then .shivering very much, and was “ foundered,” and unable to speak. 
I might say “ his tongue was dead in his head. Mr. O’Rourke then asked me to take a 
drink from him, remarking at the time that I had got wet by lending my oiled coat to 
Bourke. He asked me to accompany him to a public-house, where he could get some 
warm drink for Bourke. I said tliat I would do so after I had delivered the mail bags. 
On my way to the post-office, I accompanied O’Rourke and Bourke to Mr. Clampett’s 
public-house. O’Rourke supported Bourke, and walked very slowly. I heard Ruurke ask 
Clampett ai the door for a large fire. On my return from the post-office I found O’Rourke 
in Clampctt’s shop ; Bourke was ai the fire in the kitchen. Mr. O’Rourke gave me a glass 
of whiskey, and poured into the tumbler a portion of the wine he had been giving to Bourke. 
Shortly after he Jinked his arm under that of Bourke, and supported him fTom the kitchen, 
saying that he was taking him to the workhouse. Bourke, when leaving Clampett’s, said' 
“ May God bless the owner of tins bouse ! Only for the fire and the kind treatment I’would 
be dead now.” O’Rourke then supported Bourke out of the door, and they left mv sight. 

Mr. O’Rourke treated Bourke while in my presence with the greatest care and aiteniion 
possible. 

bis 

James -I- Quinn. 
inaik. 

Sworn and acknowledged before me this iGtli March 1863. 

(signed) T. Brcdie, Poor Law Inspector. 



— V. — 

CoREESPONDENCE between the Irish Government and the Home Office. 



Letter from the Under Secretary, Ireland, to the Home Office. 

Dublin Castle, 12 February 1863. 

I AM directed by the Lord Lieutenant to transmit herewith, for the infor- 
mation of Secretary Sir George Grey, a letter and its enclosures, which 
have been received from the Commissioners for Administering the Laws 
for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland, relating to the removal of a man named 
Patrick Bourke from Leeds to Westport Workhouse ; and I am desired by his 
Excellency to request that the subject in question may be brought under the 
consideration of the Poor Law Board. 

I am, &c. 

H. Waddington, Esq., (signed) Thomas A. Larcom. 

&c. &c. &c. 



(No. 3291/63. — Westport Union.) 

Poor Law Commission Office, 

Sir, Dublin, 1 1 February 1 863. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, have the honour to state for the information of His Excellency the 
Lord Lieutenant, that having received from the Board of Guardians of West- 

port 
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port Union a Resolution calling their attention to the circmnstances connected 
with the removal of a poor man named Patrick Bourke from Leeds to the 
Westport Workhouse, the Commissioners instructed their inspector, Dr. 
Brodie, to make inquiry into the facts, so far as they could be ascertained 
at Westport. 

Copies of the Resolution of the Board of Guardians, and of the Report re- 
ceived from Dr. Brodie, enclosing the evidence taken by him, together with a 
copy of the warrant of removal, and of replies to certain questions which were 
put to Patrick Bourke on his arrival at Westport Workhouse, are forwarded 
herewith, and the Commissioners desire at the same time to submit the following 
statement of the case, as it appears from these documents. 

The warrant of removal, dated the 23d December last, specifies that appli- 
cation was made to the two magistrates who issued it, by a relieving officer of 
the township of Leeds, complaining t!iat the said Patrick Bourke, aged 73 years, 
was chargeable to the township without having gained any settlement or right 
of iiTemovability there ; that he was born at Westport, and that it appeared to 
them that he was in such a state of health as not to be liable to suffer bodily or 
mental injury by removal ; and his removal was therefore ordered to the work- 
house of the union containing the port nearest to his ultimate destination. 

The warrant, so far, appears to be in accordance with the terms of the second 
section of the Act 24 & 25 Viet. c. 76. It is to be presumed that Patrick 
Bourke was examined by the magistrates issuing the warrant, and the state- 
ment that it appeared to them that he was in a fit state for removal, may be 
deemed a sufficient compliance with the terms of the section. “ The Union ” to 
which the pauper was to be removed is uot, however, stated in the warrant. 

But apart from these technical requirements, it appears, from the answers to 
the queries put on Patrick Bouvke’s arrival at the Westport Workhouse in charge 
of the Leeds removing officer, on the 1st January last, that he w-as born at 
Claremorris, and not at Westport; that having spent 43 years in England, he 
had resided for seven years previous to his removal from Leeds to Westport, iu 
the parish and township of Leeds, and that at the time of his removal he was, 
to use his own terms, “ very bad, suffering from disease of Iieart and chest.” 
From the evidence of the porter, master, and medical officer of the Westport 
Workhouse, respectively, it appears that Patrick Bourke reached the workhouse 
in a very weak state, having been taken from his bed in the hospital of Leeds 
Workhouse, where he was under medical treatment on the morning of his re- 
moval ; and he seems to have suffered severely on his passage as a steerage pas- 
senger from Holyhead to Dublin. 

On the next morning after Patrick Bourke’s arrival at Westport he was visited 
by the medical officer of the workhouse, namely, on the 2d January. 

The medical officer describes him as being “ a weak, infirm old man, labour- 
ing under chronic bronchitis and a fatty heart.” He was at once sent to the 
hospital, and the next day, being found’ to be attacked with diarrhcea, he was 
treated for these diseases, stimulants being administered owing to his exhaus- 
tion. He did not however rally, and died on the 13tli January. 

The medical officer finally expresses an opinion to the effect that Patrick 
Bourke’s removal at such a time, and in such a state, was injudicious, and 
that it contributed to hasten his death. 

In reference to these circumstances, the Commissioners desire to submit for 
His Excellency’s consideration, that if the deceased’s statement is to be believed, 
he was not legally removable from Leeds ; and that, however that may be, there 
appears sU’ong ground for believing that he was not in a fit state to bear re- 
moval, and that his death was accelerated, if not caused, thereby. 

The Commissioners would accordingly request that the Poor Law Board in 
England may be communicated with on the subject, in order that an oppor- 
tunity may be afforded of considering whether inquiry should not be instituted 
at Leeds into the conduct of the authorities there, at whose instance Patrick 
Bourke was removed. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 

Sir Thomas Larcom, k.c.b., &c. &c. &c., 

Dublin Castle. 



245. 
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(No. 1614/63. — Westport Uuion.) 

Extract from Guardians’ Minutes, dated 15 January 1863. 

Resolved : — The Board request the attention of the Poor Law Commissioners to the fol- 
lowing Reports of the master and medical officer of the workhouse, respecting the case of 
Patrick Bourke, age 73, who died in the workhouse on 13th instant, having been removed 
under warrant of removal from Leeds, England, to this workhouse, which he entered on 
1st instant. The Board consider this a case of extreme hardship, as it appears the poor 
old man, who spent 43 years in the one parish in Leeds, was under medical treatment in 
hospital, having been very ill, and had taken medicine on the day of his removal, and was 
sent hither direct from hospital at this inclement season of the year. The Board therefore 
trust the Commissioners will investigate the matter. 

The Master reports : — “ Patrick. Bourke, age 73, was admitted to the workhouse on 
1st instant, in charge of Mr. John O’Rourke, removing officer, who brought him from Leeds, 
England, under warrant of removal. He spent 43 years in one parisl) in Leeds, and belonged, 
not to Westport, but to Claremorris Union, On his admission he stated, in presence of the 
removing officer, that on the day of his removal from Leeds he was lying sickin hospital under 
medical treatmeni, and had taken medicine that day j his complaint was chronic bronchitis. 
He furtlier stated, in presence of the master and removing officer, that he was much too ill 
and weak to bear the fatigue of removal to Ireland. On his admission here he was taken 
to hospiial, where, notwithstanding ihe best care and attention from the medical officer, &o., 
he got worse daily till the 13th instant, when he expired. To the last he complained of his 
removal while so ill, so long a journey at this season.” 

The Medical Officer reports: — “I beg to report that Patrick Bourke, age 73, who was 
admitted to hospital on 1st instant, labouring under chronic bronchitis, weak heart, and 
general debility, was removed from Leeds to Westport, by the Leeds Board of Guardians, in 
a very inclement season. Immediately after his admission he got severe diarrhcea, under 
whicli he sank, notwithstanding the greatest care and attention, and died on 13th instant. 
I consider his removal at such a time, and in such a state, injudicious, and calculated to 
hasten his death. 

(signed) “ Alexander Johnston, m. d., Medical Officer.” 



Copy of the Report of Dr. Brodie. 

(No. 3291/G3.) 

Gentlemen, Westport, G February 1 863. 

I have the honour to report, for your information, that in accordance with the 
instructions contained in your letter of the 21st ultimo, No. 1614, I have made 
inquiry relative to the circumstances under which Patrick Bourke was removed 
from Leeds to the Westport Union Workhouse. 

The minutes of evidence taken by me are enclosed herewith, and it only 
remains for me to observe, that if the statement made by Bourke to the master 
and porter of the Westport Workhouse, in the presence and hearing of the 
removing officer, and assented to by the latter, be correct, the Guardians of the 
Leeds U nion, in causing the removal of Bourke, not only exceeded their powers, 
but acted most unfeelingly. 

The case is one which, in my opinion, requires to be further inquired into, 
and the Commissioners will, I have no doubt, communicate with the English 
Poor Law authorities on the subject. 

During the progress of the inquiry, Lord John Browne directed my particular 
attention to the warrant of removal being in a form different from that 
generally used. The magistrates in Petty Sessions did not certify that they had 
“ seen and examined Patrick Bourke on oath.” Those warrants are generally on 
a printed form, and contain both the above statements and a copy of the 
examination of the person to be removed. In the case now before us the 
warrant is in manuscript and a portion of the statement omitted. If Bourke 
had been examined on oath, it would probably have become apparent that he, 
having lived for seven years continuously in the same parish in the town of 
Leeds, had acquired a settlement there, in which case his removal would have 
been illegal. It would also have been shown that, if removed at all, he ought 
to have been sent to the Claremorris and not the Westport Union. 

I told 
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I told Lord John Browne that I would not fail to submit his views to the 
Poor Law Commissioners. 

The several documents which accompanied your letter of instructions are 
enclosed herewith. 

I have, &c. 

To the Poor Law Commissioners, (signed) T. Brodie. 

&c. &c. &c. 

(No. 3291 / 63 .) 

Minutes of Evidence referred to in foregoing Report. 

George O'Malley, being duly sworn, saith : — 

I AM porter, Westport Union Woikhoiise, and acted as such on tlie 1st January last. 
On the evening of that day Palt Bourke came to the workhouse ; he was accompanied by 
Mr. O’Rourke, removing officer, Leeds. The master being absent'Trom the workhouse on 
union business, I despatched a messenger for him. I brought Bourke and the removing 
officer into my own room. I remarked to them that “ They had a very severe day for 
travudling.” They answered, “ Tes.” They sat in my room until the master came. 
Bourke complained of being cold and chilly. He was lightly clad— a light body-coat of 
black cloth, waistcoat and trousers of the same mateiial, shoes and stockings, and two 
shirts ; no greatcoat, no drawers, no flannel shirt. I said to the removing officer, “ How is 
it that any body of gentlemen would send a man in that delicate state of health, in such bad 
weather such a journey ?” The removing officer made tliis answer : “ I am a paid officer, 
and should obey orders.” I think the master was present when the removing officer made 
this answer. On the master’s arrival the removing officer handed him the warrant of 
removal. The master observed that “They had a bad day for travelling.” _ They answered 
in the affirmative. 'I'he master read the warrant, got a query-sheet, questioned Bourke in 
the presence and hearing of the removing officer. He filled in the answers, and then read 
over the questions and answers in the presence and hearing of Bourke and the removing officer. 
They both said, “ It is quite correct.” I heard Bourke say, “He was 43 years in Eng- 
land, the last seven years of which were spent in Leeds, and never left it during tiiat pei iod.” 
Whilst Bourke was in my room I heard him say that “ He was lying in bed in the hospital 
of the Leeds Workhouse, and under medical treatment for disease of the heart and chest 
on the morning of his removal, and had taken medicine the night-previous.” The removing 
officer vas not present when Bourke made this statement. I asked Bourke how the passage 
from llolyliead to Lmblin agreed with him ; he answered, “Badly;” that “he was a steer- 
a^e itasseiu’-tT, and made up with the sailors, who let him into tlie caboose.” I then said, 
‘■'You musrhave given them monev, as they are not in the habit of allowing persons into 
the caboose without it?” He replied, “ he had given them something.” He added, that 
“ If he had not been admitted into ihe caboose he would not have reacheil Dublin alive. 
Theremovino- officer was not present at this conversation. I asked Bourke if “he had 
intended to remain in the Leeds Hospital.” He answered, no ; if “ they had allowed him 
to remain for one werk he would not be a burden to them, as he would be able to earn a 
livelihood by his trade,” making and selling spectacles ; but “ he was ordered out of bed, and 
hurled out without mercy at nine o’clock m the morning, and that it was the cause of .short- 
ening his life.” This he said repeaiedly. He added, that “ He did not know vvhere he was 
goin^' to when they hurled him out of his bed.” He appeared to me to be. weak and feeble. 
He silent the night of his arrival at the Westport Workiiouse, in the probationary ward. I 
gave him a double supply of bed-covering. There was a fire in ihe ward. On the next 
dav he was seen by the medical ofticer and sent to hospital; on the second or third day 
after liis removal to hospital, I went to see him. and said to him, “ That journey must not 
have agieed with you.” He answered, “ Yes. it was the cause of shorlenmg liis days. 
Whilsrin mv room, on the evening of his arrival, I supplied him with hot milk and tea. 

The removing officer, in my presence, admitted that Bourke’s removal must have injured 
his heatih. The removing officer heard each question put separately in the first insiance, 
and assented to each ans»-e.-. O'Mallnj, Porter. 

Sworn and acknowledged before me this 
4th February 1863. 

(signed) T. Brodie. 



Philip M'Ginn, being duly sworn, saitli 

I AM master, Westport Union Workhouse. I was “bsent f, on, the workhouse on 
1 st Tnnnarv last on union business. I received a message from ihe poiei to me enecc 
tha/‘there was a pauper sent over from England, I .-eturned to the 

Patt Bourke, since deceased, and the Leeds removing offleer ,n the por r s hal . 1 . k d 

tl,e removing offleer for the warmnt of removal ; he gave ,t to me. ^ ‘j “ J hearh,.- 
“ Query form." I read out clemly and separately each query, m 

of P.,t Bourke, the .emoying officer, and the workhouse porter. I took down^the 
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answers accurately, ns they were aiven by Bouike. The query-paper, now bamlecl in 
is tiie one that was filled on the occasion, and contains the answers given by Bourke to each 
question; it is signed by me. When I had read over the questions and answers, 1 asked 
if the answers were correct. Bouike and the removing olheer replied in the affirmative. 
I asked Bourke in what part of the Leeds Workhnuse he was located at the time of his* 
removal. He answered, “ In the hospital, and had taken medicine the night before he was 
removed.” I then inquired if it were possible that he was removed whilst under medical 
treatment. He unsweied, “ Yes.” I inquired what was the slate of his health at the 
time of his removal from Leeds Hospital. He said, “ It was very bad.” I inquired if he 
had suffered by the passage. He answered, “ Yes;” and added, “ that it would shorten 
his life.” 1 inquired the nature of his disease. He answered, “ Disease of heart and 
chest.” I inquired if the complaint had increased during tlie passage. He answ'ered 
“Yes; and that he felt his heart and chest very sore.” I inquired if the cou''h was 
increased; his reply was, “ It killed me in the passage.” I inquired if lie had *a very 
severe day travelling ; the removing officer answered, “ That he had never suffered so 
much from cold and wet; it was enoughto kill a man; tliat it was horrible weather and 
they had a very severe passage of it.” I asked Bouike if he were a deck passenger. 'The 
removing officer answered, “ A steerage passenger;” that “ he would not be allowed down 
from the deck, and could not get a bed, as the like of him would not be allowed amongst 
respectable people.” Tiie porter then asked, “ If it were po.ssible that any body of 
genilemcn would remove a man in such a delicate state of health ?” To this the removino- 
officer replied, “ that he was an officer, and should do as lie was desired.” Bourke saief 
lliat he would have died on the deck of the vessel were it not that the sailors, tlirouo-h 
charity, allowed him into the caboose. When Bourke said tliis, I inquired of the removing 
officer if it were correct. The removing officer replied, “ Oh, yes; he got in there.” The 
night of Bourke’s arrival at the Westport Workhouse, he slept in the probationary ward 
was seen on the day following by the medical officer, and sent direct to hospital, where he 
remained under medical treatment until the Ibth January, when death took place. On the 
4th January he was unable to move in bed. On the 7th he received the iLt rites of his 
church. On the evening of that day he said to me, that the passage had killed him. 
On the 11 th he said to me, that “ his days were shortened by the passage,” and thai 
“ his death was approaching.” I then asked him “ if it were what he suffered on the 
passage that killed him ? ” He said it was. I then asked him if he hud seen ihe doctor 
of the Leeds Workhouse the day of his removal ; he replied that he had not seen him for a 
month previous to his removal. 1 had this conversation with him at three o’clock, and he 
became speechless between eight and nine o’clock that night. On his arrival at the work- 
house on the evening of the 1st January, lie had on him an old black-cloth coat, waistcoat 
and trousers of the same material; they were thin and worn. No flannel shirt, no drawers’ 
no top-coat ; lie had on him shoes and an old pair of stockings without soles, anti a lia't’ 
When 1 saw him on the evening of his urrival at the Westport Workliouse, he wa.s in a very 
weak stale, had a severe cough, and a wheezing in his chest. I heard liim say, in the 
presence and hearing ol the removing officer and the porter, that he was “ hurled mit of 
the Leedx Workhouse Hospital without mercy,” and that “ if he had been left another 
week he would resume his dealings, selling spectacles.” 

On the 7th January he' said to me, if he’had known where they were goino- to send him 
he would have taken his discharge, but that they sent him out, and lie did not know where 
he was going, 

^gned) Philip M‘Ginn, Master. 



Alexander Johnston, being duly sworn, saith : — 

I AM medical officer, Westport Union Workhouse. On Friday the 2d January, about 
n o’clock A. M, I saw Patrick Bourke in the porter’s hall ; he appeared to me to be'^a weak, 
infirm old man. I directed the master to send him to hospital. On the same day I 
e.xamined his chest; he wa> labouring under chronic bronchitis and a fatty heart; he com- 
plained to me “ of being shook to death by the railway carriage.” On the followinp' day 
I found him attacked with diarrheea ; I treated him for those diseases, and had to administer 
stimulants owing to his state of exhaustion. He did not rally, but got daily worse and died 
on the 13th January. ’ 



I made a written report to the Board of Guardians on the 15th January ; the followino- 
is a copy : — ° 



“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 15 January 1SC3. 

“ I beg to report that Pat. Bourke, aged 72, who was admitted to hospital on the 
2 d January, labouring under chronic bronchitis, weak heart, and general debility, was 
removed from Leeds to Westport by the Leeds Board of Guardians, in a very inclement 
season. Imniediately after his admission he got severe diarrheea, under which he sank 
notwitlistanding the greatest care and attention, and died on the 13th January. ’ 

“ I consider his removal, at such a time and in such a state, injudicious, and contributed 
to hasten his death. 



The foregoing report is strictly correct. 



“ Yours, ikc. 

(signed) A. Johnston, u.nj 
Alexander Johnston, m.b. 
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Queries referred to in the Evidence. 



Westport Union. 

iFt day of January 1863. 

Particulars required iiy the Poor Law Commissioners’ Circular Letter of the In’th 
November 1861 , respecting; the undeimentioneci person, wlio has been removed under 
Warrant from Leeds, Yorkshire, to Westport Union Workhouse ; — 



1 . Name and age of person removed ? 

2 . State of health, bodily and mental '! 

3. Date of Removal Warrant (send copy to Com- 
missioners) if received ? 

4. Date of embarkation? 

5. Port of embarkation? 

6 . Port of arrival ? 

7. How sent ; as a deck passenger or otherwise ? 

8 . When, and by whom, delivered at the Westport 
Workhouse? 



Patt Bourke, age 73. 

Very bad, suffering I'roni disease 
of heart and chest. 

23d December 1863 (sic, inori- 
ginal.) 

31st December 1862. 

Holyhead. 

Dublin. 

Steerage passage. 

Mr. John O’Rourke. 



9 . How long is it since the pauper left Ireland ? About 43 years, May 1820. 

10 . Where was the pauper born in Ireland? In Claremorris Union, in Town- 

land of , Parish of 

Claremorris, Electoral Division 

of 



1 1 . Where was the pauper’s last place of residence In Dublin Union, in Townland 
in Ireland? of Thomas Street, Parish of 

, Electoral 

Division of 



12 . How long had the pauper resided in such place 
before leaving Ireland ? 

13. Where was the pauper residing in England 
when he became chargeable ? 

14. How long had he resided there? 

15. If less than three years, give as accurately as pos- 
sible the particulars of previous residence for at least 
three years. State in all cases, if possible, the name of 
the Union and the pai ish or township ? 

1 «. If the pauper is a widow, when and where did 
her husband die ? 

17. If the pauper is a married woman de.serted by 
lier husband, how long is it since the desertion took 
place, and where ? 

18. If the pauper is under the age of 16 years, and 
an orphan, was he residing with his surviving pai'ent at 
the time of such parent’s death ? 

19. Date of surviving parent's death ? 



Two-aiid-a-lialf years. 

In Union of Leeds, Paiish of 
Leeds, Township of Leeds. 

Seven years. 

Lived in Leeds constantly for 
the last 7 years, in Leeds Parish 
and Township. 

Single. 

No. 



No. 



Cannot tell. 



20 . Where was the parent residing at the time of Ditto, 

death? In Union of Parish of 

Township of 

21. How long had the parent resided there? Ditto. 

Tile above answers taken in presence of Removing Officer and Porter. 

(signed) Philip M‘Ginn, Master. 
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(No. 16fl6/63.'» 

Copy of Warrant of Removal. 



Removal to Ireland. 



Borough of Leeds, in the County of York. 



To the guardians and overseers of the poor, and to (he relieving officers of and for the 
township of Leeds, in the Borough of Leeds, in the County of York, and to the Guar- 
dians of the Poor Law Union hereinafter mentioned or referred to, in the county of Mayo, 
in the kingdom of Ireland, and to each of them and to all other persons whom it may 
concern : 

Whereas application and complaint liave this day been duly made to us, whose hands 
and seals are hereto set, two of Her Majesty’s Justices of the Peace, of and for the 
borough of Leeds, iu petty sessions assembled, by Josepli Bowser, one of the relie'ing 
officers of and for the said township of Leeds, that Patrick Bourke, of the reputed age of 
73 years, who has this day been seen by us, is noiv residing and inhabiting in and charge- 
able to the said township of Leeds, in the borough aforesaid, without having gained any 
settlement or right of irremovability tiiere or elsewhere in England, and that the said 
Patrick Bmirke was born in the kingdom of Ireland, to wit, at Westport, in the county of 
RJavo : And whereas, it duly appears to us, the said justices, that the matters and pre- 
mises aforesaid are true, and that the said Patrick Bourke is in such a state of health as 
not to be liable to suffer bodily or mental injury by his removal as liereinafter directed and 
authorised : 

We, therefore, the said justices, on due consideration of the premises, do hereby authorise 
you and each of you, the said guardians and overseers of the poor, and the said relieving 
officers of and for the said township of Leeds, and each of yi>u, to remove and convey the said 
Patrick Bourke from the said township of Leeds to Ireland, and liim deliver at the work- 
house of the union containing the port of or nearest lo hi* ultimate destination, in the 
county of Mayo aforesaid, in such manner and form as the law directs. 



Given under our liands and seals, in the Borough of Leeds aforesaid, the 23d day of 
.December 1862 . 



(signed) 

Received at Westport by post, 31 December 1862. 



Charles O. Maclea (l.s.) 
Henry Charley 



Letter from the Under Secretiiiy, Home Office, to the Chief Secretary, 
Ireland. 

Sir, Whitehall, 10 March 1863. 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir George Grey to acquaint you, for tlie infor- 
mation of His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, with reference to Sir Thomas 
Larcom’s letter of the 12th ult,, that he has brought under the consideration of 
the Poor Law Board the representation of the Commissioners for administering 
the Laws for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland, relative to the removal of a man 
named Patrick Bourke from Leeds to Westport; and I am to transmit to you 
herewith, to be laid before His Excellency, a copy of a letter which has been 
received from the Poor Law Board, and the papers therein referred to, in expla- 
nation of the circumstances under which Patrick Bourke was removed to 
Ireland. 

I have, &c. 

The Right Honourable (signed) H. Waddhigton. 

Sir Robert Peel, Bart,, m.p. 



Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S. W., 
Sir, 4 March 1863. 

I AM directed by the Poor Law Board to state, for the information of Secretary 
Sir George Grey, that they have communicated with the Board of Guardians of 
the township of Leeds, in reference to the case of Patrick Bourke, referred to in 
your letter of the 17th ultimo, and the documents which were therewith 
enclosed. 

The Board enclose herewith, for Sir George Grey's information, copies of 

letters 
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letters which the Board have received from the Guardians in explanation of 
the circumstances under which Patrick Bourke was removed to Ireland, and 
also of the documents referred to in the Guardians’ letter of the 2d instant. 

The Board also forward, for Sir George Grey’s information, a copy of a 
letter which they have addressed to tlieir Inspector, Mr. Manwaring, directing 
him to make a full investigation into the facts of the case, by an examination 
upon oath of the several persons acquainted with the circumstances attending 
the removal. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) W. G. Lumley, 

H. Waddington, Esq., &c. &c., Assistant Secretaiy. 

Home Office. 



Poor Law Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
gjj. 3 March 1863. 

I AM directed by the Poor Law Boai d to forward to you the accompanying 
papers relating to the case of one Patrick Bourke, an Irish pauper, who was 
lately removed from the township of Leeds to ‘Westport, in Ireland, by the 
direiions of the Guardians of the poor of that township, and who appears to 
have died after his arrival at that place. 

The Board think it most desirable that a full investigation should be made 
into the facts of the case, as far as they can be ascertained, by an examination 
upon oath of the several persons acquainted with the circumstances attending 
the removal in question ; and they have to request that you will take steps, at 

your earliest convenience, for the requisite inquiry. 

The Board wish you to inform them when you will be able to hold the 
inquiry, that they may cause a communication to be made to the Poor Law 
Commissioners in Ireland, in case they should desire to send some person to 
attend the investigation on behalf of the Guardians of the Westport Union. 

I am, &c. 

To J. Manwaring, Esq., (signed) W. G. Lumley, 

Poor Law Inspector. Assistant Secretaiy. 



• My Lords and Gentlemen, Leeds, 25 February 1863. 

I A.M directed by the- Board of Guardians of this township to acknowledge the 
receipt of your Lordships’ letter of the 20th instant, transmitting copy of evi- 
dence taken in Ireland in reference to the removal of Patrick Bourke from 



Leeds to Westport. . i j 

The Guardians direct me to state, that they have carefully considered the 
evidence forwarded ; and from it they observe the following facts, to which 

they would draw your Lordships’ attention : — ■ r> i - 

1st In the evidence given by the porter of the Westport Union, Bourke is 
reported to have said, “ That if they had allowed him to remain for one week, 
he would not be a burden to them, as he would be able to earn a livelihood by 
his trade, making and selling spectacles.” ^ 

Further, in the evidence of the workhouse master, Bourke is reported to 
have said, “ That he had not seen the medical officer of the workhouse for a 
month previous to his removal.” i . .1 , 

The Guardians from the evidence conclude, on Bourke s own showing, that 
notwithstanding the fact of the attendance of the medical officer at the work-, 
house daily, he was not desirous of consulting that officer, and that up to the 
time of his removal, he was employed in the workhouse in doing light work, and 
also that his health was so far improved as to contemplate leaving the work- 
house in one week, to foUow his usual occupation. ^ , n 

The Guardians further desire to state, that it is not true that Bourke was 
removed from the hospital of the Leeds Workhouse to Ireland. He trans- 
ferred from the workhouse hospital to the workhouse proper, on ‘he do m aay 
of September last ; and from the evidence of paupers of his own age and country, 
the Guardians ascertain that he was tolerably well in health and spirits. 

With respect to the statement contained in the porters 
U45. E 3 
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Bourlte did not know where he was going to when they hurled him out of bed ” 
the Guardians instruct me to say, that from the time of Bourke being taken 
before the Justices, upon the occasion of the warrant of removal being obtained 
they find, from the evidence of paupers Hving in the ward of the workhouse 
with him, that this was a matter of daily conversation, and that Bourke assured 
the other inmates, that he vyas looking forward to his return to Westport, where 
he stated his father and himself had been in service, and that on his arrival 
there, he was almost sure some members of his late master’s family would find 
him something to do. 

Jhe Guardians have felt it their duty to further examine the medical officer 
woi-Khouse master, and removing officer, and they are convinced that from the 
time of Bourke leaving the workhouse to his arrival at Westport, every care 
and attention was paiil to the comfort of the pauper, and that it has always 
been felt a duty by themselves to remove the Irish paupers with as much care 
and attention as is shown in the removal of English paupers. 

The Guardians direct me to add, that they invite tlie fullest investigation in 
this case, and that they will assist to the extent of their powers, in layint>- before 
your Lordships or Parliament all the facts connected with the same. * 



Ihe Poor Law Board, Whitehall. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) Henry Lampen, 

Clerk to the Guardians. 



P.A.TRICK Bourke. 



My Lords and Gentlemen, Leeds, 2 March 1863. 

1 AM directed by the Board of Guardians for this township to forward to you 
the following copy of a medical certificate given by one of the medical officers 
previous to the warrant of removal being obtained therein. 

The_ fact of the existence of the certificate only became known to the 
Guardians on Saturday last ; and an extraordinary meeting of the Board has been 
held to-day, at which I was directed to forward a copy of the same, with the 
regret of the Board that, owing to their ignorance of the existence of the certi- 
ficate, you had not been supplied with a copy before. 

I also forward herewith a copy of a letter addressed by Mr. Bowser to me in 
^planation of the same, and which I also forward by direction of the 
Guardians. 



The Poor Law Board, 
Whitehall, London. 



I have, &c. 

(signed) Henry Lampen, 

Clerk to the Guardians. 



(Enclosure 1.) 

I cerdfy that Patrick Bourke is in a fit state of health to be removed to Ireland. 

(signed) JRohert Cottam, Surgeon. 



23 December 1862. 



(Enclosure 2.) 

xT^”’ • , . . Leeds, 2 March 1863. 

liAviNG received an intimation from you that it was desirable that I should make a 
written statement of the particulars of a certificate given in ihe case of Patrick Bourke by 
Mr. CoUam, 1 beg to say that, prior to my application to the magistrates for a warrant to 
remove Patrick Bourke to Ireland, I, for my own satisfaction, and with a view to assist 
the magistrates to arrive at a proper conclusion, had him examined by Mr. Cottam who 
gave a certificate, of wliieh the following is a copy : ’ 

“ I certify that Patrick Bourke is in a fit state of health to be removed to Ireland.” 

23 December 1862. (signed) Robert Cottam, Surgeon. 

^ This certificate I took, together with Bourke, before the magisirates sitting in petty ses- 
sions, who after a personal examination and inspection of the pauper, granted their warrant 
ot removal to Ireland, in accordance with the statute. 
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In all similar applications for warrants of removal, I have considered it advisable to obtain 
a medical certificate of the fitness or otlierwise of the person or persons proposed to be 
sent to Ireland; on such certificates not being required by law, I have not retained possession 
of them, except in the case of Patrick Boiirke ; and I can only account for that one being 
now in my custody from the fact that 1 had other loose papers with me on my application 
to the magistrates, and ihat I brought it back with them to my office accidentally. 

1 was not at the first aware of the existence of that certificate, and it was only <-n turning 
some loose papers over in my office a few days ago that 1 found it ; but as it had been 
given seven days before tlie removal took place, and as I previously understood that you 
had called such persons before you whose evidence you deemed necessary, and had taken 
their examinations, and that you believed your case most complete and satisfactory, and as 
no question whatever iiad been asked of me relating to the case, it did not occur to me 
that I was required to take action, or that the certificate was of importance ; but you will 
remember that on Friday morning last, the moment you expressed a wish that your medical 
testimony had been somewliat stronger, I at once voluntarily asked you if it would not be 
strengthened by this certificate, thus frankly communicating to you the existence of such 
certificate. 

I have only to add that no man living would have more readily and cheerfully submitted 
himself to an examination, and more faitlifully endeavoured to tender any evidence material 
to the case than myself, and that now, as from the firsi, I am only desirous to do all in my 
power that is required of me in assisting to place the matter in its true light. 

I am, 8cc. 

To Henry Lampen, Esq., (signed) Joseph Bowser. 

Clerk of the Guaidians, Leeds. 



245. 
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